Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  Hbrary  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  this  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  informing  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http  :  //books  .  google  .  com/| 


"■■■         -  «>^P 


V.    • 


"^0' 


.^ 


o 


,o%m^  /%  ^^  ->^%  W  /%^Pf^' 


A'^^vT, 


0' 


•  •  •         V' 


0*      .•"-•♦ 


♦         O 


~:v^ 


•.  >i 


*-,  .•*■ 


'oV 


/.^^ 


\r^ 


'■-Km-*  -»•'' 


•  • 


0^    ••■•♦ 


0  o 


>•"•'*. 


V** 


■■>  fc 


> 


'bv^ 


.  •.  *, 


•  I  1 


»  .• 


*        A" 


•  :s:^ 


• » ^ 


.0      • 


-2* 

MAINTENANCE   OF  A  LOBBY  TO 
INFLTJENCE  LEGISLATION 


HEARINGS 


BEFORE  A 


SUBCOMMITTEE  OF  THE 

COMMITTEE  ON  THE  JUDICIARY 

UNITED  STATES  SENATE      ^  ^ 

SIXTY-THIRD  CONGRESS 

FIRST  SESSION 

PURSUANT  TO 

S.  RES.  92 

A  RESOLUTION  INSTRUCTING  THE  COMMITTEE  ON  THE 

JUDICIARY  TO  INVESTIGATE  THE  CHARGE  THAT 

A  LOBBY  IS  MAINTAINED  TO  INFLUENCE 

LEGISLATION  PENDING  IN 

THE  SENATE 


PART  29 


[  Printed  for  the  use  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary] 


WASHINGTON 
GOVERNMENT  PRINTING  OPPIOE 

1918 


COMMITTBB  ON  THE  JUDICIARY. 
Unitbd  States  Senatb. 

CHABLBS  A.  CULBERSON,  Texas,  Chairman. 


LBB  8.  OVBBBfAN,  North  Carolina. 
WILLIAM  H.  CHILTON,  West  Virginia. 
JAMES  A.  0*60BMAN.  New  York. 
DUNCAN  U.  FLETCHER,   Florida. 
JAMES  A.  BEED,  Missouri. 
HENBY  F.  ASHUBST,  Arizona. 
JOHN  K.  SHIELDS,  Tennessee. 
THOMAS  J.  WALSH,  Montana. 
AUGUSTUS  O.  BACON.  Georgia. 

C.   W.   JUBNBT^ 


CLABBNCE  D.  CLABK,  Wyoming. 
KNUTB  NELSON,  Minnesota. 
WILLIAM  P.  DILLINGHAM,  Vermont. 
GEORGE   SUTHERLAND,   Utah. 
FRANK  B.  BBANDEGBB,  Connecticut. 
WILLIAM  B.  BOBAH,  Idaho. 
ALBBBT  B.  CUMMINS.  Iowa. 
ELIHU  BOOT.  New  York. 

Clerk, 


SUBOOMMITTEB  ON  S.  REB.  92. 

LBE  8.  OVBBMAN,  North  Carolina,  Chairman. 

JAMES  A.  BEBI\  Missouri.  E3«UTB  NELSON,  Minnesota. 

THOMAS  J.  WALSH,  Montana.  ALBEBT  B.  CUMMINS,  Iowa. 

A  J.  Clofton^  A88i8tant  Clerk. 
II 


n    ^u   \^ 


€    ^ 


V 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 


Page. 

Martin   Michael  Mulhall 2830 

S     Wfyo^   McClave 2891 


in 


* 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      2829 

Also  the  closing  paragraph,  as  follows : 

Am  very  glad  to  close  this  report  by  stating  that  our  good  old  friend,  John  L. 
Ketcham,  has  again  fell  into  line,  and  I  know  will  stay  into  ranks  until  the 
close  of  the  campaign.  He  has  done  a  little  kicking  and  states  he  will  not  aid 
as  financially,  but  Mr.  Foster  reports  that  he  will  even  do  this  later  on. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  clears  my  mind,  that  what  Senator  Hemenway 
wanted  to  point  out  to  the  brewers  was  what  Mr,  Watson's  record  in 
Washington  had  been  upon  liquor  bills. 

Senator  Keed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this : 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  letter  I  received  to-day  from  CJol. 
Wilson  Vance,  of  Mr.  Emery's  office.  Am  very  sorry  to  hear  that  our  James  flew 
to  the  Maine  woods,  but  I  suppose  that  the  strenuous  day  that  he  had  on  Thurs- 
day, the  eth  instant,  at  the  meeting  in  the  Waldorf-Astoria  was  too  much  for 
James,  so  he  spread  his  wings  and  flew. 

Who  is  the  James  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAitL.  That  is  James  A.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  strenuous  day  that  he  had? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Emery  never  did  take  any  part  in  the  cam- 
paigns. As  a  general  rule,  when  the  campaign  got  warm  Mr.  Emery 
flew  to  the  woods  or  Canada  or  some  other  place.  I  never  knew 
him  to  take  any  active  part  in  politics. 

Senator  Keed.  Except  to  counsel  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  aid  a  lot  of  counseling  in  Washington,  but  he 
did  not  counsel  much  when  work  was  on. 

Senator  Beed.  You  mean  he  did  not  do  much  practical  work  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  he  did  not.  He  done  a  lot  of  promising. 
If  you  will  take  Mr.  Emery's  record,  or  his  campaign  record,  I  thi3: 
you  will  find  I  am  strictly  right  on  that. 

Senator  Keed.  Look  at  No.  1805  and  tell  me  what  that  is. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Keed.  That  contains  nothing  except  something  in  regard 
to  a  box  of  flowers.    The  concluding  paragraph  is : 

A  box  of  flowers  which  we  (Mrs.  Van  Cleave  and  I)  sent  to  you  and  Mrs. 
Mnlhall  were  returned  because  you  had  gone.  Eher  so  sorry,  but  wish  you 
now  a  belated  good  luck  to  your  birthday.  How  do  you  like  the  inclosed  hot 
stuff?    I^t  no  one  see  It  before  Monday  morning. 

Erer  your  friend,  Fcbdiitand. 

It  is  addressed  "  Dear  Martin."  You  do  not  remember  what  that 
"  hot  stuff  "  waS;  do  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Hardly,  Senator,  at  this  date. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  1806-1808  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr, 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Waush.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

After  the  conference  was  over  Mr.  Watson  called  up  Senator  Hemingway 
at  his  home  in  Boonville  and  instructed  Hemingway  to  meet  me  in  Chicago  at 
the  Annex  Tuesday  morning.  Mr.  Watson  thought  that  our  interview  with 
Mr.  Schef,  president  of  the  brewing  association,  was  a  very  important  matter, 
and  he  wanted  the  Senator  and  I  to  meet  Schef  in  Chicago  and  do  all  we  could 
to  better  that  situation. 

I  suppose  you   instructed   Senator  Hemenway  to  meet  you  in 
Chicago  for  the  purpose  of  the  conference  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Keed.  No.  1809  is  what? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

(Senator  Reed  read  in  full  No.  1809.) 

Senator  Reed.  We  now  come  to  No.  1810,  which  is  headed,  "Mr- 
Van  Cleavers  answer  to  Mr.  Bryan."  Is  that  the  "  hot  stuff "  that 
was  inclosed  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  say,  but  this  is  a  circular  that  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  sent  out  against  Mr.  Bryan. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  made  public  at  the  time? 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  Mr.  Van  Cleave  says : 

I  was  always  a  Democrat  untU  the  Chicago  convention  of  1886.  I  ceased 
to  be  a  Democrat  when,  in  that  convention,  the  Democratic  Party  ceased  to  be 
Democratic.  Then  and  there  the  Democratic  Party  abdicated  and  the  Bryanlte 
Party  took  its  place  and  holds  it  still. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  at  this  point  until  10.30  to-mor- 
row morning. 

(Thereupon^  at  5  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until 
to-morrow,  Friday,  July  18, 1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 


FBTDAY,  JITLY  18,   1913. 
SuBOOMMrTTEB  OF  THE  COMMrTTBE  ON  THK  JuDICIART, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington^  D.  0. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present :  Senators  Overman  (chairman) ,  Eecd,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

TESTIHONT  OF  ICAATIN  MICHAEL  KULHALXr-Besumed. 

Senator  Reed.  The  last  letter  was  No.  1810. 
No.  1811  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  1810. 
What  is  1812-1813? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  William  M.  Stewart 
frcHn  Indianapolis. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 
Senator  Reed.  1814,  1815  is  what? 
Mr.  Muliiall.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman. 
Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this : 

I  carefully  note  the  Indiana  situation  as  outlined  in  your  letter.  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  will  be  glad  to  see  that  Mr.  Parry  is  taking  such  active  interest.  He  can 
do  a  great  deal  of  good  with  the  brewers  and  other  manufacturing  elements, 
which  must  be  swung  into  line  for  Watson. 

The  Chaikman.  Also  the  following : 

Meanwhile,  you  have,  no  doubt,  read  some  newspaper  clippings,  evidently 
emanating  from  Democratic  or  labor  union  headquarters,  in  which  it  is  stated 
that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  as  well  as  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  I^bor  is  fighting  Speaker  Cannon.  I  think  on  general  principles  I  shall 
write  the  Speaker  a  letter  for  Mr.  Van  Clejive,  and  it  might  be  good  for  you  to 
write  a  note  to  him  saying  that  you  have  seen  such  clippings,  and  that  you  have 
definite  instructions  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  give  attention  to  the  Speaker's  dis- 
trict ahead  of  anything  else,  and  that  we  would  concentrate  all  our  energies  In 
his  favor  if  there  is  the  slightest  occasion  for  it,  even  if  this  would  mean  that 
every  other  one  of  our  friends  would  have  to  get  along  as  best  he  could. 
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Senator  Seed.  No.  1816  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Seed.  I  call  attention  to  this : 

I  reil^ret  exceedingly  that  Cushing  turns  up  continually  with  his  work.  What 
in  the  world  can  he  mean  by  working  against  Watson?  Why  doesn't  he  come 
out  straight  for  Bryan  and  be  done  with  it?  I  suppose  some  of  these  fine  days 
you  will  have  to  giye  him  a  licking  before  he  will  ever  get  over  his  tricks.  You 
know  that  I  have  no  ill  feeling  toward  him,  but  whenever  you  happen  to  have 
him  over  your  knee  just  give  him  a  little  gentle  love  tap  for  me.  Remember, 
only  one. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now  the  last  paragraph. 
Senator  Seed  (reading) : 

While  your  letter  contains  any  amount  of  information,  there  is  very  little  to 
answer  in  it.  You  are  doing  fine,  but  this  is  as  you  are  always  doing,  conse- 
quently that  is  nothing  new.  I  am  exceedingly  sorry  to  see  that  our  Indiana 
friends  are  so  pessimistic,  and  I  feel  that  after  you  have  been  with  them  a  while 
they  will  have  more  courage.  We  must  win  in  Indiana.  That  should  be  our 
battle  cry,  much  as  it  used  to  be  "  Pikes  Peak  or  bust" 

I  am  sure  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  be  very  anxious  to  hear  from  you  after  the 
Chicago  conference. 

Give  best  regards  to  our  Indiana  friends,  and  especially  to  Mr.  James  A. 
Watson. 

The  Chaikman.  I  think  you  may  read  the  first  paragraph  of  the 
next  letter. 

Senator  Seed.  The  next  letter  is  1817,  1818.  What  is  it?  Is  it  a 
copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLfiAuT  Yes. 

Senator  Seed  (reading) : 

(1817,  1818.) 

August  19,  1908. 

Dkab  Febdznand  :  I  got  here  yesterday  morning,  about  7.30  a.  m.,  and  found 
Senator  Hemingway  waiting  for  me.  The  Senator  and  I  had  a  long  conference 
at  his  room  in  this  hotel,  and  the  Senator  agreed  with  Watson  that  this  was  a 
very  important  matter  and  should  be  very  carefully  handled.  About  3  p.  m.,  I 
met  in  the  corridor  of  the  hotel  Mr.  Joseph  C.  Schef,  president  of  the  American 
Brewing  Co.,  of  Indianapolis,  and  he  introduced  me  to  Mr.  Hartnltz,  Mr.  Oook, 
and  several  other  prominent  brewers  of  Indiana.  I  had  a  private  talk  with 
Schef  and  made  arrangements  for  him  to  see  Senator  Hemingway  about  7  p.  m. 
About  6  p.  m.  Hemingway  came  to  the  hotel,  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  a 
long  conference  with  Vice  President  Fairbanks,  who  was  at  the  Union  League 
Club,  and  Speaker  Cannon,  and  he  put  the  proposition  up  to  those  two  gentlemen 
that  we  are  over  here  on,  and  they  advised  him  not  to  have  any  conference  with 
the  brewers  at  this  stage  of  the  game. 

Were  you  over  there  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  with  the  brewers 
at  that  timet 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

After  talking  matters  over  with  Hemingway,  he  advised  me  to  see  Schef 
again,  so  I  saw  Schef  at  7  p.  m.,  and  after  a  long  interview  he  consented  to 
torn  the  Indiana  hatter  over  to  Mr.  Hartnltz  and  Mr.  Cook,  who  are  personal 
friends  of  Senator  Hemingway.  Hartnltz  is  the  State  president  of  the  Indiana 
Brewers*  Association,  and  Hemingway  believes  that  he  can  get  most  anything 
he  is  looking  for  from  Hartnltz.  At  my  last  interview  with  Schef,  Mr.  Schef 
assured  me  that  at  the  conference  of  the  brewers  which  was  to  be  held  here 
to-^7  that  they  would  postpone  all  action  at  this  meeting  and  agree  to  take 
no  part  in  politics  for  the  next  two  weeks;  or  in  other  words,  they  would  take 
no  action  until  they  should  hear  from  Mr.  Hartnltz,  the  president  of  their  organ- 
ization, and  see  what  agreement  he  and  Hemingway  should  come  to.  About 
this  9  a.  m.  I  met  Mr.  Schef  in  the  corridor  of  the  hotel,  and  from  my  latest 


2832       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

interview  I  am  positive  we  liave  accompliHlied  all  we  came  over  here  for,  for 
he  stated  he  had  seen  several  of  the  leading  brewers  of  Illinois  and  Indiana, 
and  had  talked  the  matter  over,  and  they  wish  to  work  with  the  Republican 
organization,  if  they  are  given  a  chance  to  do  so. 

Before  leaving  Indiana  Mr.  Watson  impressed  upon  me  the  importance  of 
this  piece  of  work,  stating  that  he  knew  that  the  Siiloon  interests  of  Indiana 
would  cast  30,000  votes  against  him,  but  he  was  not  so  much  afraid  of  their 
votes  as  he  was  of  the  $260,000  that  they  would  put  into  the  last  part  of  th« 
campaign  against  him. 

The  Chairman.  The  rest  is  not  material. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1819  is  what? 

Mr.  MrLHALL  (after  examination).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  To  you? 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says: 

Do  not  misunderstand  us  in  this  particular,  and  if  at  any  time  you  are 
urgently  in  need  of  funds  command  us  and  the  matter  will  be  promptly  taken 
care  of  and  handled  in  deference  to  their  wishes.  Under  no  circumstances  is  It 
a  desire  to  curtail  your  requirements,  but  merely  a  compliance  with  our  su- 
periors* wishes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1820  i.s  a  letter  from  Sohwedtman,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Ree».  It  says : 

You  must  be  careful  with  yourself,  because  we  can  not  afford  to  have  you 
work  while  you  are  sick,  and  we  certainly  can  not  aflford  to  have  you  absent 
from  Indiana  now.  You  seem  to  have  thesltuation  well  In  hand,  and  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  will  be  exceedingly  glad  to  learn  how  our  friend  Mr.  Watson  feels  about 
the  situation  now. 

1821,  1822  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  I^udenslager, 
secretary  of  the  Republican  national  congressional  committee. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  came  out  here  to  Indiana  and  since  that  time  I  have  been  in  dally  touch 
with  Hon.  James  E.  Watson,  Senator  Heming^i-ay,  and  Mr.  Frederick  Sims, 
State  chairman,  and  several  other  lejiders. 

I  was  Invited  to  a  conference  at  Candidate  Watson's  home  on  last  Simday, 
and  from  the  reiwrts  read  on  that  occasion  and  from  what  I  have  seen  since  out 
here,  I  certainly  believe  the  Republicans  have  the  fight  of  their  life  in  this  State. 

The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  have  oi)ened  up  headquarters  In 
this  city  at  the  Hotel  English  and  have  placed  me  in  charge  of  their  campaign 
work,  so  I  am  ready  and  willing  at  any  time  to  render  to  you  any  service  that 
we  are  i)ossible  to  give  in  the  close  States  or  the  close  congressional  districts. 

I  am  given  to  understand  by  Mr.  Watson  and  others  that  there  are  five  con- 
gressional districts  in  this  State  that  we  can  aid  in — the  first,  second,  eighth, 
twelfth,  and  thirteenth.  So  If  your  committee  wish  us  to  help  in  these  districts, 
we  will  be  glad  to  do  so.  As  I  told  you  when  I  saw  you  in  New  York,  we  are 
doing  active  campaign  work  in  tlie  sixth,  seventh,  and  eighth  New  Jersey  and 
tenth,  eleventh,  and  fifttHinth  Pennsylvania.  Resides  we  have  got  workers 
covering  several  districts  In  New  York  and  the  third,  fourth,  and  fifth  Maryland, 
and  we  have  written  to  most  every  large  city  throughout  the  I'nlon  to  our 
members  for  Information  covering  the  districts  in  their  sections. 

This  is  addressed  to  Henry  C  Tioudensla^er,  National  Congres- 
sional Committee.    What  was  his  position  with  that  committee? 

Mr.  Mi'LHALx..  Secretary  of  that  committee,  and  in  charge  of  the 
New  York  office. 

Senator  Reed.  1823,  18*24  contains  parts  of  two  different  letters, 
and  it  will  be  passed  over,  and  we  will  endeavor  to  find  the  other 
paits. 
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1825-1827  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 
The  Chairman.  There  is  this  paragraph  in  that  which  I  think 
should  be  read : 

After  leaving  Job*B  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Eclwai-d  Hines,  of  the 
nines  Lumber  Co.  I  had  a  pletisant  talk  with  Mr.  Hlnes*8  secretarj',  but  Mr. 
Hines  was  not  in  the  city,  and  was  told  that  Mr.  Hines  was  doin}?  everj'thing 
poeiiible  to  help  Judge  Jenkins. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  this  other  paragraph  that  ought  to  be 
read: 

I  came  away  from  Chicago  iwrfectly  satisfied  myself  that  we  had  the  situation 
well  in  hand,  for  I  was  given  the  oi)i)ortunlty  to  talk  with  the  leaders  of  the 
brewers  in  separate  bunches,  and  I  pumped  it  into  tliem  pretty  hard.  I  found 
that  all  of  those  men  of  the  brewers'  organization  are  for  our  national  ticket. 
So  I  believe  it  will  not  be  hard  to  get  them  to  support  the  State  ticket  in 
Indiana. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  doing  this  work  with  the  brewers  with 
the  full  knowledge  and  consent  of  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  know  from  time  to  time  what  was  taking 
place  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  left  Mr.  Watson  in  Rushville,  when  he  gave 
me  instructions  to  go  to  Chicago  on  that  mission. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  last  sentence: 

I  phoned  to  Rushville  to-day  and  have  got  a  date  with  the  candidate  for  next 
Sunday,  so  I  feel  that  after  that  the  brewery  situation  will  be  all  right,  for  I 
will  turn  it  over  to  Gowdy  and  others. 

When  you  phoned  to  Rushville,  to  whom  did  you  phone? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Hon.  James  E.  Watson. 
Senator  Reed.  And  you  say : 

Have  got  a  date  with  the  candidate  for  next  Sunday,  so  I  feel  that  after  that 
the  brewery  situation  will  be  all  right. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  to  be  accomplished  which  would  make  tlie 
situation  all  right  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  the  brewers  would  have  a  better  understand- 
ing with  the  Indiana  State  committee  and  with  the  candidate. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

I  plainly  put  It  up  to  those  gentlemen  to-day  that  they  would  have  to  raise 
some  money  by  a  week  from  next  Saturday  to  put  the  necessary  workers  a 
going  in  this  county,  for  it  will  be  absolutely  nwessary  for  us  to  be  well 
started  by  the  first  of  the  month.  Besides,  I  have  insisted  that  they  will  have 
two  men  from  each  and  every  shop  in  the  city  to  volunteer  to  do  organization 
in  the  shop  and  shopwork,  and  to  report  at  least  once  a  week  at  my  head- 
quarters and  to  the  foreman  in  the  shop  every  day  what  progress  they  make. 

Now,  I  want  to  ask  you:  You  have  spoken  here  several  times  all 
through  this  examination  about  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. Was  there  another  association  known  as  the  National 
Manufacturers'  Co.? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  not  that  I  was  aware  of. 

Senator  Reed.  If  there  was  such  an  organization  you  did  not 
know  of  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  There  appear  to  be  in  the  records  that  are  turned 
over  to  us  two  classes  of  letters  and  checks  and  vouchers.  One  is  of 
the  National  Manufacturers'  Co.  and  the  other  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers.  If  there  were  two  of  them  you  did  not 
know  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  I  never  was  aware  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1828  is  a  letter  addressed  to  3'ou  by  W.  M. 
Stewart.    Did  you  receive  that  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1829  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mlxhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

Hundreds  of  letters  are  coming  in  daily  in  reply  to  Mr.  Van  rieave's  answer 
to  Mr.  Bryan.  Ninety-five  per  cent  are  favorable,  and  we  are  receiving  requests 
for  thousands  and  thousiinds  of  these  pamphlets. 

By  the  way,  do  you  know  that  you  have  never  expressed  your  opinion  upon 
this?  I^et  us  Ivuow  what  you  thinlv.  also  what  our  friend  Watson  thinks  about 
this,  and  here  I  have  a  personal  grievance. 

You  say  that  your  relationship  to  me  is  very  much  like  that  of  some  good 
old  uncle.  Now,  I  am  sure  that  you  could  not  consider  yourself  the  old  uncle, 
consequently  you  must  mean  that  I  am  your  good  old  uncle.  I  do  not  object 
to  the  title,  but  I  do  not  like  the  old  in  it.  Better  leave  it  on  the  established 
basis  of  brothers.  That  is  at  least  what  I  would  like  to  have  you  consider  our 
relationship. 

All  that  you  say  sounds  good,  and  our  chief  Is  accustomed  to  consider  your 
word  as  good  as  the  gospel,  consequently  it  is  up  to  us  to  make  good,  and  this 
I  know  we  will  do  with  a  vengeance. 

You  will  remember  that  early  in  the  season  I  six)ke  to  you  about  some  work 
that  we  might  have  to  do  In  St.  Louis  in  connection  with  the  twelfth  congres- 
sional district.  Whenever  you  can  spare  a  day  or  two  soon  I  am  anxious  to 
have  you  come  over  and  confer  with  me  and  some  of  our  political  friends.  If 
we  spend  a  few  days  at  it  now  and  a  few  days  later  on  in  the  season,  then 
I  think  we  can  swing  this  matter  in  line,  but  of  course  under  no  consideration 
must  this  interfere  with  your  Indiana  work. 

The  twelfth  district  in  St.  Louis  was  Coudrey's  district,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mui.iiAUL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  whether  you  did  go  over  and  talk 
with  Mr.  Schwedtman  about  the  twelfth  district  of  Missouri? 

Mr.  Mttlhaij^.  Yas ;  I  did,  and  helped  to  organize  what  they  called 
at  that  time  the  "  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of  St, 
Louis  " ;  worked  there  for  a  few  days  driving  members  into  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Coudrey  was  the  Republican  candidate  and  Mr. 
C.  M.  Self  afterwards  became  the  Democratic  candidate? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
were  working  for  Mr.  Coudrey  against  Mr.  Self? 

Mr.  Mui^hall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  organized  in  the  shops  and  among  the  work- 
ingmen,  then,  for  Mr.  Coudrey  and  against  Mr.  Self  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  The  labor  difficulty  that  was  settled  there  a  few 
months  previous  put  me  in  touch  with  a  large  number  of  the  men 
that  were  working  in  the  shoe  industry  there,  and  a  short  time  after 
that  strike  was  over  I  advised  those  people  that  broke  the  strike  to 
organize  a  workingmen's  protective  association  along  the  lines  of 
that  which  was  organized  in  Baltimore.  Those  men  took  hold  of  it, 
and  thev  were  encouraged  very  much  by  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  they 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION,      2835 

started  off  with  about  50  members.  It  grew  rapidly,  and  when  I 
went  over  to  St.  Louis  I  got  as  many  of  those  people  as  I  possibly 
could  who  lived  in  Mr.  Coudrey's  district  into  that  organization,  so 
that  the  organization  in  a  body  could  help  Mr.  Coudrey. 

Senator  Beed.  And  the  organization  was  especially  interested  in 
electing  Mr.  Coudrey  and  in  defeating  his  Democratic  opponent  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  in  electing  Mr.  Coudrey  and  in  helping  the 
Republican  ticket,  and  helping  Mr.  Bartholdt  as  well  as  Mr.  Coudrey. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  taKe  charge  of  Bartholdt's  campaign? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  always  understood  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
Mr.  Schwedtman  always  looked  after  Mr.  Bartholdt,  certainly  along 
with  the  Busch  people,  the  brewers.  I  understood  that  the  brewers 
especially  took  cnarge  of  that  district. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  the  brewers? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  The  Anheuser  Busch  people.  Several  brewing 
companies  belong  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Keed.  Mr.  Coudrey  was  elected  in  that  district,  I  think, 
in  1908  by  only  about  600  votes.  I  want  to  ask  you  if,  in  your 
opinion,  your  activities  there  were  great  enough  to  constitute  the 
balance  of  votes  or  the  balance  of  power  between  those  two  candi- 
dates? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  not  say  mine,  but  I  would  say  the  activities 
of  that  organization  would  amount  to  more  than  that. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Coudrey  was  the  Republican  candidate  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  Democratic  candidate? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Self. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  there  during  the  time  the  battle  was 
actually  on? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  The  campaign? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  was  there  on  two  different  occasions. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  whether  you  do  not  remember  that 
Mr.  Self  was  known  not  only  as  a  Democrat,  but  as  a  man  who  was 
favorable  to  labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  go  into  the  qualifications  of  Mr.  Self  very 
much.  In  fact,  at  that  time,  as  I  said,  I  was  more  interested  in 
Indiana,  and  my  instructions  were  to  give  the  biggest  part  of  my 
time  to  Indiana. *^ 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  twelfth  district  your  organization  was  work- 
ing persistently  and  diligently  for  the  Republican  candidate? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1830  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  note  that  I  received  from  Mr.  J.  W.  Mur- 
phy, clerk  to  the  Speaker. 

Senator  Reed.  In  that  Mr.  Murphy  says : 

In  the  absence  of  Speaker  Cannon,  I  beg:  to  acknowledge  receii>t  of  your  favor 
to  him  of  2l8t  instant,  which  will  be  brought  to  his  attention  on  his  return. 

We  have  only  a  part  of  the  favor  of  the  21st  instant.  That  letter 
is  known  as  1823,  1824.  I  will  ask  you  if  this  which  I  hand  you  is  a 
copy  of  a  part  of  that  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Cannon,  and  which 
is  referred  to  in  No.  1830  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  I  should  judge  it  is. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  that  part,  so  that  we  may  have  it  in 
mind : 

(1823,1824.) 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  August  2t,  1908. 
Hon.  Joseph  G.  Cannon,  DanvUlc,  III. 

My  Deab  Mb.  Speakkr  :  I  have  liinded  over  here  in  Indiana  several  weel^s  ago 
to  help  our  friend  Watson  in  this  State  and  do  all  it  was  ix>ssible  to  do  in  the 
congressional  districts  also. 

The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  has  oi»ened  up  headquarters  in 
this  city  to  aid  this  State,  besides  the  offices  at  170  Broadwav,  New  York  City, 
and  IOCS  Chemical  Building,  St.  Louis.  Mo. 

I  had  a  letter  from  our  St.  Ix>uis  office  a  few  days  ago.  calling  my  attention 
to  false  statements  made  by  the  public  press  wherein  they  state  that  our  or- 
ganizations as  well  as  the  labor  unions  are  fighting  you. 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  to  you  that  this  is  false,  for  when  I 
had  the  great  pleasure  of  being  with  you  on  your  trip  from  Chicago  to  Macki- 
naw I  tried  to  make  it  plain  to  you  how  greatly  our  associations  were  Indebted 
to  you  for  your  kinchiess  of  the  past,  and  I  know  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  would 
feel  that  it  was  an  honor  if  the  opportunity 

And  there  the  letter  breaks  off. 

No.  1831,  1832  is  a  copy  of  an  account  rendered  to  this  association 
by  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  correctly  shows  the  amounts  received  and  dis- 
bursed, as  far  as  it  purports  to  do  so,  does  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  print  which  we  have  here,  1833,  1834  is  stated 
to  be  a  duplicate  of  1831,  1832.  That  is  not  correct,  and  it  should  be 
corrected.     No.  1833  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  1832. 

No.  1834  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHAiJ.  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Loudenslager  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  that  that  requires  read- 

1835-1838  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  one  paragraph  there  that  I  desire  to 
read : 

Mr.  Watson.  Capt,  (iowdy,  and  others  of  his  committee  were  anxious  to  have 
me  rei)ort  the  result  of  my  mission  to  Chicago,  and  I  am  proud  to  sjiy  that  they 
praised  my  work,  telling  me  that  I  handle<l  the  work  in  a  most  diplomatic 
manner. 

That  was  the  mission  to  see  the  brewers  in  Chicago? 

Mr.  MLT.HALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Also  I  read  the  following  paragraphs: 

Mr.  Watson  thoroughly  praised  the  work  we  are  doing  for  him  in  tliis  cam- 
paign and  concluded  this  interview  by  asking  these  three  gentlemen  to  serve 
as  an  advisory  committee  during  tlie  campaign. 

♦  *♦•♦•♦ 

You  will  also  please  find  with  this  rei¥)rt  my  expense  account  for  the  past 
10  days.  I  hope  that  the  moment  that  you  see  it  that  you  will  send  me  an 
expense  account  for  $300  for  expenses. 

I  alst)  note  what  you  say  about  my  coming  to  St.  Louis.  It  certainly  would 
be  a  pleasure  to  do  so  and  I  will  be  waiting  the  tap  of  the  bell  for  your  caU. 

Is  1839,  1840  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  James  S. 
Sherman  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

(1839.  1840.) 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  August  26,  1008. 
Hod.  James  S.  Sherman, 

Utica,  N,  y. 

My  Dear  Mb.  Sherman  :  You  will  please  find  Inclosed  with  this  letter  a  letter 
from  the  Hon.  James  K  Watson  as  it  was  sent  to  me.  Mr.  Watson  was  expect- 
ing me  to  go  east  to-day  and  he  wanted  me  to  impress  upon  you  the  importance 
of  the  favor  that  he  was  asking  of  you  in  this  letter.  That  Is,  to  have  Mr. 
Max  Parry  appointed  to  an  important  place  on  the  speakers'  list  with  the 
national  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Thai  is  all  there  is  of  importance  in  that  letter, 
I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  letter  is  not  numbered  in  the  print.  It 
shoidd  be  Xo.  1841. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  It  should  be  numbered,  nevertheless.  That  is  a  let- 
ter that  you  received  from  Ralph  D.  Cole? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  1842-1844  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MtTi.HALi..  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

I  also  note  what  you  say  in  the  second  paragraph  of  your  letter  about  getting 
my  supplies  from  the  St.  I^ouis  office. 

And  then  I  will  read  the  section  that  is  quoted  in  the  third  para- 
graph: 

"About  financial  matters  let  me  say  this:  I  recommend  that  you  draw  from 
the  office  that  is  nearer  to  you.  That  is,  when  nearer  St.  Louis  than  New  York 
write  or  wire  for  funds  from  here — if  nearer  New  York  get  your  funds  from 
New  York.  Remember  that  your  financial  reiK>rt8  are  all  sent  to  this  office  now 
and  that  all  money  that  is  fowarded  to  you  from  the  New  York  office  is  charged 
to  the  St.  Ix>uis  office  expenses.  This  is  in  keeping  with  the  system  outlined 
by  Mr.  Bird  and  Mr.  Stillman  for  good  and  sufficient  reason,  as  you  well  know." 

• 

Is  No.  1845  a  letter  that  you  got  from  Mr.  Parry  'i 
Mr.  MuLHALx..  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to  read  that. 
No.  1846  is  a  part  of  a  letter  that  you  ^ent  to  Mr.  Loudenslager, 
is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuirHALx..  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  That  reads,  in  part,  as  follows : 

My  Deiab  Mr.  Loudenslager:  You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  letter 
from  the  Hon.  James  E.  Watson,  which  was  sent  to  me  in  this  mail  along  with  a 
letter  he  sent  to  the  Hon.  James  S.  Sherman.  Mr.  Watson's  letter  will  fully 
explain  itself,  and  I  certainly  agree  with  him  and  say  that  there  is  no  favor 
that  Mr.  Watson  has  asked  for  several  moons  that  will  do  us  as  much  good  in 
this  State  as  the  one  that  Mr.  Watson  is  asking. 

What  w^as  he  asking? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  asking  to  have  Mr.  Parry's  son  put  on  as 
a  campaign  orator.  Mr.  Parry^  son  was  a  young  man  who  had  just 
come  out  of  college,  and  he  had  taken  the  prize,  I  believe,  in  oratory 
at  the  college. 
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Senator  Eeed.  This  was  rather  to  please  his  father,  who  was  tak- 
ing an  active  part  in  the  campaign? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  More  than  for  the  oratory  that  could  be  obtained  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Eeed.  Is  1847,  1848  a  letter  that  you  received  from 
Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  these  two  paragraphs  in  this  letter 
that  I  desire  to  read : 

Without  a  doubt  Indiana  ie  a  very  critical  State  in  this  faU's  election;  and 
if  we  win,  as  we  must  and  will,  much  of  the  credit  will  be  due  to  your  good 
work.  This  is  appreciated  by  everybody  that  knows  you  and  if  some  of  our 
political  friends  should  forget  it  later  on  I  want  to  take  a  trip  with  you  into 
Indiana  for  the  specific  purpose  of  laying  these  good  people  over  our  knees 
and  giving  them  the  kind  of  a  spanking  they  ought  to  have.  They  must  never 
forget  what  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  is  doing  for  them 
through  its  commanding  political  representative,  Ck)l.  M.  M.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Perrin's  letter  to  you  is  carefully  noted,  and  is  of  special  interest  be- 
cause we  are  all  more  or  less  worried  about  the  Wisconsin  situation.  What- 
ever our  opinion  may  be  of  the  individual  candidate,  we  do  know  that  we  must 
have  his  good  will  next  winter  in  Washington.  There  is  not  a  doubt  in  any- 
body's mind  who  has  had  correspondence  with  him  as  to  the  fact  that  he  is 
pessimistic,  disagreeable,  and  all  that,  but  if  all  men  were  as  agreeable  as 
you  and  I  are  they  would  not  need  such  diplomats  as  you  and  I.  They  need 
our  fine  qualities  to  deal  with  the  disagreeable  people.  (Please  note  that  wh«i 
bouquets  are  not  coming  my  way  as  plentifully  as  I  think  they  ought  to,  I 
throw  a  few  at  myself.)  But  joking  aside.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  yours  truly 
hAve  been  thinking  a  good  deal  about  the  Wisconsin  situation,  and  have  wished 
for  a  way  of  getting  the  man's  individual  good  will.  Any  suggestions  that 
you  can  make  in  that  line  at  any  time  will  be  highly  appreciated. 

Senator  Seed.  1849-1852  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 
Did  you  write  that  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MuLHAi^L.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  that.     [Reading :] 

At  the  last  conference  with  Mr.  Parry  and  Ranch — 

I  remember  who  Mr.  Parry  is,  but  who  is  Mr.  Hanch  ? 
Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Mr.  Hanch  at  that  time  was  vice  president  of  the 
National  Association  in  Indiana. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  section : 

I  have  made  a  list  from  the  latest  report  of  the  factory  inspector  of  this 
State  of  all  the  shops  and  factories  In  this  city  and  county,  and  I  have  placed 
this  list  in  the  hands  of  several  manufacturers  in  this  city  and  asked  them  to 
carefully  select  from  those  lists  about  one  hundred  names  that  we  can  absolutely 
trust,  and  we  are  sending  out  letters  to  those  gentlemen  and  asking  them  to 
attend  a  meeting  which  will  be  held  in  the  Claypool  Hotel  on  next  Wednesday 
evening.  I  am  positive  that  this  meeting  is  going  to  be  a  success.  After  this 
meeting  we  will  send  around  our  subscription  lists  and  we  all  feel  with  better 
success. 

Well,  did  you  get  the  shops  closed  down  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes;  on  the  shop  day.  The  committee  did  desig- 
nate a  day,  and  it  was  a  grand  success,  and  they  turned  out  about 

Senator  Walsh.  Excuse  me,  but  before  we  go  further  I  want  to 
recur  to  No.  1847  and  read  this  paragraph : 

I  hope  that  you  have  had  a  good  chance  in  the  last  few  days  to  study  the 
"  perpetual  candidate"  for  the  Democratic  nomination  at  close  range.    Our  Dem- 
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ocratlc  papers  say  that  he  has  made  a  very  strong  impression  in  Indiana,  and 
that  especially  the  labor  leaders  have  assured  him  of  his  carrying  the  State. 
What  are  your  views?  Has  Bryan  helped  his  ticket  by  his  presence  in  Indianap- 
olis, or  has  he  hurt  it?  Tou  need  not  be  afraid  to  speak  the  plain  truth,  because 
even  though  we  are  both  Democrats  we  are  not  such  great  admirers  of  Bryan 
that  we  could  not  bear  a  word  against  him.  Incidentally,  I  do  not  believe  it 
will  shock  our  worthy  chief  if  in  telling  the  truth  you  should  find  it  necessary 
to  aay  some  unpleasant  things  about  the  "  peerless  one." 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  clause  from  1849-1852 : 

Besides  the  brewers,  I  am  positive,  are  rendering  all  necessary  aid,  and  as 
much  as  told  us  to  keep  out  of  the  district,  and  the  national  chairman  of  the 
brewers'  association  when  I  saw  him  several  weeks  ago,  stated  that  he  was  sur- 
prised that  we  should  be  called  upon  for  any  funds,  for  it  was  their  fight. 

That  refers  to  the  Wisconsin  situation,  does  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  the  eleventh  Wisconsin  district. 

Senator  Beed.  I  will  read  it  little  further : 

And  Mr.  Gasson,  who  was  managing  this  affair  for  the  national  congressional 
committee.  In  fact,  told  us  that  he  wanted  no  workers  of  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  in  that  district.  So,  for  all  those  reasons,  I  feel  positive  that 
the  responsibility  of  that  fight  is  oflf  of  our  shoulders ;  but  outside  of  all  this, 
we  have  rendered  aid  enough  in  that  district  to  make  Judge  Jenkins  largely  our 
debtor. 

No.  1853  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  yourself,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  : 

(1853.) 
[Telegram.] 

New  York,  August  27,  1908. 

Ck)l.  M.   M.   MULHALL, 

Hotel  English,  Indianapolis,  Ind.: 

Hines  telegraphs  to  you  from  Chicago,  as  follows :  ''Advices  West  Superior, 
Wis.,  saying  necessary  have  some  money  Insure  election  Judge  Jenkins. 
How  much  can  you  send  here?  Will  see  it  reaches  West  Superior  proper  hands. 
Answer." 

Geo.  S.  Boudinot. 

I  now  hand  you  No.  1854.  It  bears  the  typewritten  signature  of 
Edward  Hines.  Is  that  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Hines,  or  is 
it  a  copy  you  made? 

Mr.  MULHAI4L.  This  is  on  Mr.  Hines's  paper,  and  I  judge  this  is 
the  way  it  came  to  me,  on  account  of  the     received  "  stamp  on  it. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Edward  Hines 
Lumber  Co.,  Chicago,  HI.,  and  the  letter  reads  as  follows: 

(1854.) 

Edward  Hines  Lumber  Co.. 
Chicago,  III.,  August  27,  1908. 

Dear  Sir  :  One  of  your  representatives,  Mr.  Mulhall,  was  here  a  short  time 
ago  and  discussed  confldentlaUy  the  conditions  at  West  Superior,  Wis.,  in  regard 
to  the  candidacy  of  the  Hon.  John  J.  Jenkins  for  renomlnation  for  Congress, 
as  having  a  hard  fight  for  his  renomlnation  in  that  district,  his  opponent,  Mr. 
Lenroot.  living  at  Superior.  He  promised  at  that  time  to  send  us  $1,000,  which 
I  was  to  personally  see  went  into  the  right  channel  to  be  used  for  legitimate 
campaign  purposes  for  Mr.  Jenkins.  I  have  not  heard  from  him  since.  I  have 
just  had  a  long-distance  telephone  message  from  Superior  stating  that  it  looks 
very  doubtful  for  Jenkins ;  all  his  local  friends  have  exhausted  their  means  in 
his  behalf.     Of  course  you  appreciate  how  important  it  is  to  lend  this  case 
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assistance  at  this  trying  moment  If  you  will  arrange  to  send  the  money  here  I 
will  be  pleased  to  see  personally  that  it  gets  to  the  right  people  where  It  will 
be  used  legitimately  for  that  purpose  alone. 

Yours,  truly,  Edwabd  Hinis. 

The  National  Association  of  Manufactubebs, 

110  Broadway,  New  York. 

On  the  bottom  is  what  I  understand  to  be  the  receipt  stamp,  dated 
August  31,  1908.  It  is  signed  "  Edward  Hines,  per  Li.  S.,"  and  it  is 
marked  "  Important." 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  all  these  letters  go  into  the  record  in 
full,  whether  you  read  them  or  not. 

Senatot  Reed.  Oh,  certainly ;  whether  any  part  of  a  letter  is  read  or 
not.  My  notion  has  been  that  we  should  read  that  part  that  it  would 
be  necessary  for  the  committee  to  catch,  as  we  go  along,  in  order  to 
understand  the  rest  of  it  and  get  the  full  import  of  the  evidence. 

1855,  1856  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  YesL  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  please  read  that,  Mr.  Chairman? 

The  Chairman  read  as  follows: 

You  know  how  much  good  it  does  a  man  to  have  efforts  appreciated,  and  if 
my  letters  make  you  feel  good  they  certainly  serve  their  purpose  well.  There 
ia  mighty  little  in  this  world  that  is  worth  having  more  than  the  confidence  of 
your  friends  and  the  respect  of  all  honest  people.  And,  Indeed,  you  and  I  would 
not  be  worth  the  friendship  that  is  being  shown  us  by  the  greatest  men  in  the 
country  (our  chief  and  our  associates)  were  we  to  work  less  hard  and  faith- 
fully than  we  are  now  doing.  When  I  say  **  the  greatest  men  in  the  country  " 
I  make  no  exceptions.  .  I  don't  consider  Teddy,  nor  Tjift,  nor  Sherman,  nor 
Foraker,  nor  the  rest  of  those  great  men  equal  to  Van  Cleave,  Parry,  Kirby,  and 
the  others  who  have  given  freely  of  their  energy  and  their  money  to  the  greiit 
cause  which  is  exi)ressed  in  the  principles  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. It  is  easy  enough  to  bear  the  burdens  of  national  campaigns  if  the 
offices  which  they  secure  us  glorify  us  before  the  peoiile,  but  it  is  quite  differ- 
ent when  positions,  such  as  that  of  president  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers,  are  accepted  by  our  great  men  in  the  manufacluring  world.  Of 
course,  it  means  some  glory  and  st>me  satisfaction  because  the  business  man,  the 
manufacturer,  appreciates  (at  least  some  of  them  do)  what  the  occupancy  of 
this  office  means,  but  the  large  majority  of  the  i)eople,  the  politicians,  the  labor 
element,  give  nothing  but  ridicule,  hatred,  and  opposition  to  the  men  who  dare 
to  speak  for  righteousness  and  condemn  wrong  regardless  of  personal  popularity 
or  business  prospects. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  next  paragraph: 

There  will  come  a  time  when  the  world  will  know  that  the  Parrys,  the  Van 
Cleaves  of  to-day  are  like  John  the  Baptist  of  old,  si^eaking  truthfully  of  events 
to  come,  and  condemning  fearlessly  the  present  wrongs,  clearing  the  way  for 
righteousness  and  honesty. 

Senator  Wai^h.  There  is  still  another  paragraph  that  should  be 
read : 

T  note  all  that  you  say  about  the  Indiana  situation  and  the  Wisconsin  propo- 
sition, your  coming  to  St.  I»uis,  and  your  going  East.  No  one  in  the  world  can 
tell  you  just  what  you  ought  to  do  second,  third,  or  last,  but  we  do  know  that 
what  you  have  on  hand  at  present  is  of  the  greatest  possible  importance.  We 
must  win  in  Indiana.  Come  to  St.  Louis  if  you  can;  go  East  if  you  can;  but 
tinly  if  you  can  be  spared  in  Indiana.  It  is  really  too  bad  that  we  can  not 
divide  you  into  four  or  five  pieces  and  send  a  piece  of  you  to  as  many  different 
districts.  Since  this  can  not  be  done  we  must  do  the  best  we  can,  and  that 
must  be  good  enough  for  every bcxly. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  No.  1857  and  ask  you  what  that  is. 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  is  a  Schwedtman  letter. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  that  that  should 

1858, 1859  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  letter  I  leceived  from  Mr. 
Bird. 

Senator  Heed.  It  is  about  the  funds  again.    I  see  nothing  new  in  it. 

Na  1860  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  letter  I  received  from  Mr. 
Sherman. 

Senator  Walsh.  Saying  they  would  employ  young  Parry  on  his 
speaking  force-  He  uses  the  term  "employing  young  Parry."  Dp 
you  uncferstand  that  all  the  speakers  for  the  national  committee  were 
paid? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Parry  was  not  to  be  paid. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1861  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter,  or  a  letter, 
of  C.  B.  Anthony  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  a  letter  that  Mr.  Anthony,  a  very  prominent 
manufacturer  in  Detroit,  and  one  of  their  directors,  had  sent  to  the 
St.  Louis  office,  and  it  was  sent  back  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

(Senator  Reed  here  read  in  full  the  letter  referred  to,  as  follows:) 

(1861.) 

The  McKae  &  Roberts  Co., 
Detroit,  MicK  September  i,  1908. 
James  W.  Van  Cleavi-:, 

President  Natifftml  AnHociation  of  Manufacturers,  Bt.  Louis,  Mo. 

Dear  Sir:  As  the  time  now  approaches  for  election,  our  good  friend,  Hon. 
Edwin  Denby,  of  the  first  district  of  Michigan  is  in  the  field  for  renomlnation. 
He  has  an  opponent.  Mr.  Mahon,  on  the  Democratic  ticket,  who  is  president  of 
the  Street  Railway  Employers  Association  and  is  quite  a  prominent  labor  man. 
Further,  he  is  out  for  closed  shops,  and  from  information  received  is  being 
backed  by  our  friend  (somi)ers  and  his  coworkers. 

Inclosed  please  find  clipping  taken  from  the  Detroit  Saturday  Night  of  last 
week.  I  desire  to  call  your  attention  to  this  matter,  as  no  doubt  you  would  be 
interested  in  the  fight,  and  further  desire  to  ask  if  there  Is  any  way  the  associ- 
ation can  assist  Mr.  Denby,  as  he  has  been  faithful  to  the  interest  of  the 
manufacturers  while  holding  office  as  United  States  Congressman  In  this  dis- 
trict. Further,  would  ask  if  you  think  it  would  be  advisable  for  me,  should 
Mr.  Denby  request  me.  as  vice  president  of  State  of  Michigan  as  well  as  director 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  to  sign  a  letter  for  him  to  dis- 
tribute, giving  the  party  who  receives  this  letter  a  full  history  of  what  he  has 
done  toward  the  welfare  of  the  manufacturers  while  in  Congress,  also  the 
stand  he  takes  regarding  open  shops. 

Mind  you  I  have  not  as  yet  talked  with  him  regarding  this  matter,  but  he 
no  doubt  would  be  pleased  to  have  it  done  if  I  would  suggest  it.  Before  doing 
so,  however,  I  thought  it  would  be  advisable  for  me  to  secure  your  views  in 
the  matter. 

Yours,  very  truly.  C.  B.  Anthony, 

Vice  President,  State  of  Michigan. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  there  are  a  lot  of  letters  which  have 
been  found,  and  which  we  have  here,  which  are  not  printed.  They 
are  all  of  the  date  of  September  1, 1908.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  in- 
troduced in  the  record  at  this  place.  They  are  addressed  to  different 
f)eople,  but  they  are  all  duplicates  of  each  other.  I  want  to  read  into 
the  record  one  of  these  letters,  and  we  will  call  it  No.  1861-A.  This 
is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  St. 
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Ijouis,  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  president.    It  is  dated  September  1, 
1908.    It  reads  as  follows : 

Gentlemen  :  This  letter  will  Introduce  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  special  representa- 
tive of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  who  is  in  Indiana  on  a 
confidential  and  very  important  mission,  which  he  can  better  explain  to  yon 
than  I  can  in  letter  form. 

Mr.  Mulhall  has  my  absolute  confidence,  and  this  is  based  upon  years  of 
faithful  work  of  a  confidential  nature  in  the  direction  of  the  semipolitioal 
activities  of  our  organization. 

I  need  not  rei)eat  to  you  the  statement  often  made,  that  we  are  not  partisans 
in  politics,  but  we  must  take  care  of  our  friends. 

You  can  speak  with  absolute  confidence  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  no  matter  wliat  your 
views  are  on  the  subject  he  places  before  you. 

Every  courtesy  extended  to  Mr.  Mulhall  will  be  very  much  appreciated  by 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  President. 
Wayne  Knitting  Mills, 

Fort  Wayne,  Ind, 

Was  that  letter  furnished  you  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  a  letter  of 
introduction  to  that  institution  to  which  it  is  addressed  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  identical  letters,  addressed  to  the 
following : 

Merchants  Distilling  Co.,  Terre  Haute,  Heilman  Machine   Works,   Evansville, 

Ind.  Ind. 

The  Hill  Machine  Co.,  Anderson,  Ind.  The  National  Tile  Co.,  Anderson,  Ind. 

Hercules  Buggy  Co.,  Evansville,  Ind.  Packard  Co.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 

Highland    Iron    &    Steel    Co.,    Terre  Olds  Wagon  Works,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 

Haute,  Ind.  Ontario  Silver  Co.,  Muncie,  Ind. 

Hoffman  Bros.  Co.,  Fort  Wayne.  Ind.  Peru     Electric     Manufacturing     Co., 
Indiana  Manufacturing  Co.,  Peru,  Ind.        Peru,  Ind. 

Innis,  Pearce  &  Co.,  Rushville,  Ind.  Peru     Bagging     Manufacturing     Co., 
James  &  Meyer  Buggy  Co.,  Lawrence-        Peru,  Ind. 

burg,  Ind.  Pioneer  Hat  Works,  Wabash,  Ind. 

Johnston  Glass  Co.,  Hartford  City,  Ind.  Reeves  &  Co.,  Columbus,  Ind. 

Kerr  Murray  Manufacturing  Co.,  Fort  Rhinesmith  &  Simpson,  Fort  Wayne, 

Wayne,  Ind.  Ind. 

Mr.  Peter  ^lerner.  New  Albany   Ind  ^j  ^^^^^    ^    Laporte,  Ind. 

Karges  Furniture  Co.,  Evansville,  Ind.  ^^^.^^  pjj,       oc,  Columbus,  Ind. 

Kamm    &    Schelllnger    Brewing    Co..  ^^^^^^  Furniture  Co.,  ShelbyvUle,  Ind. 

Mishawaka,  Ind.  gta^i,  Urban  &  Co.,  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 

W.  H.  Klbllnger  Co    Auburn,  Ind.  rj.^^  Manufacturing  Co.,  New  Albany, 
Kelly  Foundry  &  Machine  Co.,  Goshen,        j^  ©       »  j» 

Kokomo   Steel  &  Wire  Co.,   Kokomo,    X^J^"^"^*?^^  ^'^  Richmond,  Ind. 
jjj^  .    Union    City    Carriage    Manufacturing 

Kokomo  Rubber  Co.,  Kokomo,  Ind.  ^^Co-.  Union  City,  Ind. 

S.  W.  Little  Coal  Co.,  Evansville,  Ind.  Vulcan  Plow  Co.,  Evansville,  Ind. 

La  Fayette  Box  Board  &  Paper  Co..  V^'^,?®'^'®^  Manufacturing  Co.,  Evans- 
La  Favette   Ind  vllle,  Ind. 

Laporte  Carriage  Co.,  Laporte,  Ind.  Weis  &  Lesh  Manufacturing  Co.,  Mun- 

Llpplncott  Glass  Co.,  Alexandria,  Ind.  cie»  ^^a.         ^       .       .,        ^       _    ^ 

The  F.  &  N.  Lawn  Mower  Co.,  Rich-  Western   Gas   Construction   Co.,   Fort 

mond   Ind  Wayne,  Ind. 

McFerson  &  Foster  Co.,  Evansville,  Ind.  Muncie  Wheel  &  Jobbing  Co.,  Muncie, 

McCray  Refrigerator  Co.,  KendallvUle,  ^°<1- 

Ind.  Mishawaka      Woolen     Manufacturing 

North    Baltimore    Bottle    Glass    Co.,  Co.,  Mishawaka,  Ind. 

Terre  Haute,  Ind.  Dr.  Miles  Medical  Co.,  Elkhart,  Ind. 

New  AJbany  Hosiery  Mills,   New   Al-  Motslnger  Device  Co.,  Pendleton,  Ind. 

bany,  Ind.  Gaar,  Scott  &  Co.,  Richmond,  Ind. 

New     York     Dimension     Supply     Co..  Great  Western  Pottery  Co.,  Kokomo, 

BvaMvUle,  Ind.  Ind. 
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Fairmont  Glass  Works,  Fairmount, 
Ind. 

Flint  &  Walling,  KendallvUle,  Ind. 

Fort  Wayne  Electric  Works,  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind. 

Eagle  Cotton  Mills  Co.,  Madison,  Ind. 

Elkhart  Carriage  &  Harness  Manufac- 
turing Co.,   Elkhart,   Ind. 

Evansville  Brewing  Co.,  Evansville, 
Ind. 

BransvlUe    Tool    Works,    Evansville, 

Ind. 
Eransville  Furniture  Co.,   Evansville, 

Ind. 

Duncan  Electric  Manufacturing  Co.,  La 

Fayette,  Ind. 
Dodge  Manufacturing  Co.,  Mishawaka, 

Ind. 

Cochran  Chair  Co.,  Cochran,  Ind. 
Connersville  Blower  Co.,  Connersville, 
Ind. 

Conrey  &  Birely  Table  Co.,  Shelby  ville, 
Ind. 


F.  W.  Cook  Brewing  Co.,  Bvansyille, 
Ind. 

Columbia  Enameling  &  Stamping  Co., 
Terre  Haute,  Ind. 

Commercial  Distilling  Co.,  Terre 
Haute,  Ind. 

Bass  Foundry  &  Machine  Co.,  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind. 

Berghoff  Brewing  Co.,  Fort  Wayne, 
Ind. 

Ball  Bros.  Glass  Manufacturing  Co., 
Muncie,  Ind. 

The  C.  W.  Brownell  Co.,  Peru,  Ind. 

George  H.  Bishop  &  Co.,  Lawrence- 
burg,  Ind. 

S.  F.  Bowser  &  Co.,  Fort  Wayne,  Ind. 

Bauer  Cooperage  Co.,  Lawrenceburg, 
Ind. 

Richmond  City  Mill  Works,  Richmond, 
Ind. 

Anchor  Stove  &  Range  Co.,  New  Al- 
bany, Ind. 

The  Anderson  Foundry  &  Machine 
Works,  Anderson,  Ind. 


Those  letters  are  all  duplicates,  and  were  all  furnished  you  by  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  and  all  bear  his  signature? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  They  were  given  to  you  for  the  purpose  of  intro- 
ducing you  in  that  campaign,  at  these  different  manufacturing  insti- 
tutions, were  they  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letters).  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Are  those  original  letters,  Senator  Reed?  My  at- 
tention was  diverted  for  the  moment. 

Senator  Reed.  They  are  original  letters. 

Here  is  a  letter  of  introduction,  which  can  be  marked  "No. 
1204-A."  It  bears  date  January  11,  1908,  is  addressed  to  "My  dear 
Mr.  Dean,"  and  is  signed  by  Schwedtman.  This  letter  might  as  well 
be  printed  with  the  other  letter  of  introduction.  It  is  one  of  these 
that  has  been  recently  discovered.  It  is  merely  a  letter  of  introduc- 
tion.   Is  that  a  letter  you  got  from  Schwedtman,  dated  January  11  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  is  as  follows : 

(1204-A.) 

January  11. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Dean  :  I  am  lostructed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  give  this  note  of 
introduction  to  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  a  trusted  representative  of  the  National  As- 
sociation of  Manufacturers.  He  Is  in  Indiana  on  a  specially  important  mission, 
and  anything  you  can  do  to  help  him  in  the  direction  he  will  outline  to  you  will 
be  thoroughly  appreciated  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Respectfully,  yours,  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman, 

Secretary  to  the  President, 

Here  is  another  letter  of  introduction  signed  "J.  W.  Babcock,  vice 
chairman,"  dated  March  14,  1894,  which  ought  to  be  put  in  the  record 
at  the  proper  place  and  marked  as  an  exhibit,  with  the  proper 
number. 

Is  that  a  letter  that  was  furnished  you  by  Mr.  Babcock  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
furnished  me. 
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Senator  Nelson.  How  did  this  newly  discovered  evidence  come  in? 

Senator  Reed.  The  Colonel  brought  up  another  file  which  he  found, 
that  had  these  letters  in  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  When? 

Senator  Reed.  A  day  or  two  ago. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  ought  to  have  told  our  committee  about  that. 
I  am  a  member  of  this  committee,  am  I  not? 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly,  Senator;  and  I  want  to  explain,  so  that 
there  will  be  no  possible  misunderstanding.  The  file  was  brought  to 
the  office,  and  I  did  not  open  it — ^never  looked  into  it — ^but  I  was  told 
that  the  letters  began  at  about  a  certain  date,  and  I  thought  that 
when  we  got  to  that  date  we  would  open  it  and  lay  them  before  the 
committee,  which  I  am  now  doing.  I  have  no  more  information 
about  these  letters  than  you  have,  Senator. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  May  I  make  a  statement  there.  Senator? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  state   for  the  benefit  of  Senator  Nelson 

that  I  was  asked  by  the  committee  to  furnish  to  the  committee  any 

letters  that  I  had   back  or  that  I   could  find  in  my  home   and 

bring  them  over  here,  so  I  brought  those  over  here,  and  I  think  it 

.  was  about  10  days  ago. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  when  they  cot  to  the  office ;  I  give 
you  the  information  as  it  came  to  me;  ana.  Senator,  I  have  not 
read  them ;  I  do  not  know  what  is  in  them. 

Senator  Nelson*  I  have  never  until  this  moment  heard  that  there 
was  another  batch  of  letters. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  I  know  of  them.  You  have  as  much  light 
on  it  now,  at  this  minute,  as  I  have.  I  would  not  have  you  think  I 
was  keeping  anything  back. 

The  letter  I  have  just  talked  about  is  a  letter  from  Babcock? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  they  all  be  put  in  at  the  proper 
place. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  set  of  credentials  given  to  me. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Was  not  that  a  mistake.  Senator  Reed  ?  You  said 
"  1894." 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  1894. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  whom  is  it  simied  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  signed  "  J.  W.  Babcock,  vice  chairman,"  and 
reads  as  follows : 

[Mulhall  Exhibit  AA.] 

Headquarters  Republican  Congressional  Committee, 

1305  F  Street,  NW.. 
Washington,  D.  C,  March  14,  1894. 

The  bearer  of  this  letter,  Mr.  M.  M.  Miilhall,  is  in  the  employ  of  the  national 
Republican  congressional  committee,  and  is  in  charge  of  certain  confidential 
work.  He  is  a  gentleman  of  character  and  integrity  and  in  every  way  trust- 
worthy. We  bespeak  for  him  such  courtesy  and  aid  in  any  matter  concerning 
which  he  comes  to  you  as  may  be  proper  and  consistent. 
Very  respectfully, 

J.  W.  Babcock,  Vice  Chairman, 
SoHUYLEB  S.  Olds,  Secretary, 

The  letterhead  contains  the  names  of  the  executive  committee  of 
the  Eepublican  congressional  committee. 
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Here  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  March  21,  1907,  signed  "  J.  C.  De- 
laney."  It  is  dated  March  21,  1907.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  which 
was  placed  in  your  hands? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  I  hold  the 
original  letters.  The  committee  can  have  them  any  time  they  want 
them. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  did  you  get  the  copy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  made  a  copy  of  it.  Senator,  some  time  ago;  quite 
a  number  of  years  ago,  I  believe. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  J.  C.  Delaney  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  John  C.  Delaney  at  that  time  was  Senator  Quay's 
confidential  secretary  in  the  campaign  of  1888,  and  at  the  present 
time  he  is  chief  factory  inspector  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  you  have  the  originals  of  these  letters? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  this  be  put  in  the  proper  place  and 
marked  with  the  proper  exhibit  number.    It  reads  as  rollows : 

[J.  C.  Delaney,  chief  inspector.    C.  V.  Hartzell,  chief  clerk.] 

Pennsylvania  Department  op  Factoby  Inspection, 

Harrisburg,  March  21,  1907. 

To  ali  whom  it  may  concern: 

The  bearer  of  this,  Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  of  Baltimore,  I  have  known  since  1888. 
Early  in  August  of  that  year  Mr.  Mulhall  called  on  the  late  Senator  Quay,  the 
then  chairman  of  the  Republican  national  committee,  and  presented  the  Senator 
a  most  highly  complimentary  letter  of  introduction  from  the  lamented  William 
McKinley.  The  letter  from  Mr.  McKlnley  commended  and  recommended  Mr. 
Mulhall  in  the  warmest  terms,  as  a  most  successful  and  active  Republican 
worker  throughout  the  State  of  Ohio.  Senator  Quay  was  most  favorably  im- 
pressed with  the  warmth  of  President  McKinley's  letter  and  the  general  make- 
up of  the  man. 

In  that  campaign  is  was  my  privilege  to  have  charge  of  one  of  the  wings  of 
the  Republican  hosts,  the  labor  and  Irish-American,  the  wing  in  which  Mr. 
Mulhairs  services  were  most  needed  and  valuable.  Accordingly  Senator  Quay 
referred  Mr.  Mulhall  to  me  with  Instructions  to  place  him  where  he  could 
render  us  the  l>e8t  service.  After  an  hour*s  visit  with  the  gentleman  I  found 
lie  was  the  man  of  all  men  that  I  was  most  anxious  to  meet  and  secure  his 
services.  I  at  once  assigned  him  to  the  fruitful  field  of  Albany  and  Rensselaer 
Counties.  At  the  time  of  the  assignments  both  counties  were  claimed  by  the- 
Democrats  by  from  five  to  seven  thousand  majority  each.  Mr.  Mulhall  proved 
a  most  masterful  captain  in  the  work  assigned  him,  bearing  out  fully  the 
high  opinion  expressed  of  him  by  the  great  McKinley,  for  when  the  votes  In 
the  counties  named  were  counted,  Benjamin  Harrison  had  a  handsome  majority 
Id  each. 

Mr.  Mulhall  deserves  more  at  the  hands  of  the  Republican  Party  than  he  Is 
likely  to  ever  receive,  as  he  has  been  regular  and  uniform  in  his  allegiance  to 
the  great  principles  of  Lincoln,  Grant.  McKinley,  Garfield,  Blaine,  and  Roosevelt. 

Wishing  him  the  success  he  deserves,  I  remain, 

Very  respectfully,  J.  C.  Delaney. 

There  will  be  coming  in  later  some  more  of  these  letters  which  are 
not  printed,  but  we  have  not  yet  reached  their  dates.  Hand  those  to 
Senator  Nelson  and  let  him  look  at  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  of  no  use  now.  The  time  would  have  been 
when  you  got  the  letters. 

Senator  Keed.  Senator,  I  wish  I  could  make  that  plain. 

Senator  Nelson.  Never  mind.    Go  on.    We  will  not  discuss  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  told  that  he  had  brought  another  pile  of 
letters.  I  never  looked  at  them.  I  asked  one  of  the  clerks  in  the 
office  to  find  out  what  the  dates  were,  and  then  told  him  to  bring  them 
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down  here  at  the  time  we  reached  those  dates.  I  had  no  knowledge 
of  what  wa»"in  those  packages,  and  simply  figured  that  it  was  a  bunch 
of  correspondence  that  the  committee  ought  to  see;  so  I  have  laid 
it  before  you. 

Senator  Neuson.  Would  it  not  have  been  better  to  have  had  this 
batch  printed  like  the  others  ?  Then  we  all  could  have  had  a  chance 
to  see  them. 

Senator  Reed.  That  might  have  been  done,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  never  mind.    Go  on. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  hand  you  No.  1862.    What  is  that  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

You  have,  of  course,  heard  the  bad  news  about  Wisconsin  before  now.  I  am 
afraid  that  Mr.  Jenicins's  defeat  is  going  to  hurt  us  more  in  Washington  next 
winter  than  anything  else  that  could  have  happened. 

Senator  Eeed.  This  newspaper  clipping  was  inclosed  with  the  let- 
ter, I  believe? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  clipping).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed  (reading  from  clipping)  : 

One  of  the  surprises  of  the  primary  election  was  the  defeat  of  Congressman 
John  J.  Jenltins,  of  the  eleventh  district,  by  Irvine  L.  Lenroot,  former  si)eaker 
of  the  State  assembly,  and  a  strong  La  Follette  follower. 

No.  1863  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  was  sent  me  by  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  to  Anthony,  or  Detroit. 
The  Chairman.  This  last  paragraph  is  very  important : 

As  soon 'as  I  have  had  a  chance  to  get  into  this  matter  with  our  man  I  will 
write  you  further;  meanwhile  be  sure  to  keep  me  r)osted.  In  some  States  we 
have  found  It  necessary  to  establish  a  finance  committee  and  help  the  candidate 
with  financial  contributions  from  our  members  and  sympathizers.  Maj^be  this 
would  be  the  most  effective  way  of  helping  Denby.  This  is  just  a  suggestion,  be- 
cause you  are  aware  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  can  not, 
under  its  charter  in  the  State  of  New  York,  contribute  financially  to  political 
campaigns. 

Senator  Reed.  It  had  l)een  contributing,  had  it  not  ? 

Mr  MxTLiiALL.  As  far  as  I  am  aware  of,  sir;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  They  had  another  association. 

Senator  Eeed.  You  got  the  moneys  through  Van  Cleavers  associa- 
tion or  associations  from  time  to  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  1804-1866  is  another  copy  of  a  letter  j'ou  wrote  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  letter  you  say  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following: 

I  certainly  believe  that  by  bandling  the  men  in  the  Workingmen's  Protective 
Association  of  your  city  you  will  be  able  to  get  first-i'lass  work  done  in  the 
eleventli  and  twelfth  congressional  districts  of  St.  I^uis. 

I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Shanklin  to-day,  which  you  will  find  inclosed  with 
this  letter,  and  my  answer  to  it.  Shanklin  has  a  big  hold  on  men  in  that 
orgjinization,  and  if  you  handle  him  right  you  need  not  be  bothered  with  any 
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Of  the  rest,  and  I  believe  Shanklin  to  be  honest  and  reliable,  and  with  little 
pushing  he  will  make  a  good  worker.  You  will  note  that  I  have  written  him 
to  call  on  you  as  soon  as  he  possibly  could,  so  I  suppose  you  will  see  him 
Wednesday  or  Thursday  of  this  week. 

Who  was  Shanklin  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Shanklin  was  one  of  the  assistant  foremen  in  the 
blue  ribbon  shop  of  the  Brown  Shoe  Co.,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Senator  Eeed.  Did  he  come  and  call  on  vou  as  indicated  in  this 
letter? 

Mr.  Mui.iiALL.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  talk  with  him  about  the  eleventh  and 
twelfth  districts  in  St.  Louis? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  what,  if  anything,  did  vou  arrange  with  him 
to  do? 

Mr.  MuLiiALi..  To  get  active  in  behalf  of  the  candidates  in  those 
districts,  Mr.  Coudrey  and  Mr.  Bartholdt. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  also  ought  to  be  read : 

I  had  a  long  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  I).  M.  Parry,  Mr.  Hanch,  and 
Mr.  Foster,  and  those  gentlemen  have  oonsentetl  to  get  an  automobile,  com- 
mencing next  Monday  morning,  to  make  a  tour  with  me  to  all  the  leading  shops 
and  factories  of  the  city  for  the  purpose  of  raising  funds.  With  this  com- 
mittee behind  me,  I  am  positive  of  getting  results  and  there  will  be  no  post- 
IK>n!ng  of  this  work  any  further,  for  Mr.  Parry  has  pledged  to  insist  on  having 
this  done.  This  has  been  brought  around  on  account  of  my  interview  with 
Thomas  and  Gowdy.  for  those  gentlemen  inform  me  they  must  have  some 
help  the  fore  part  of  next  wet^k  and  that  they  bave  reached  the  limit  with  the 
politicians  and  can't  get  any  more  money  from  that  souice. 

Senator  Reed  (reading)  : 

I  am  doing  my  best  to  carry  out  the  program  of  our  chief,  for  when  I  met 
him  in  Chicago  several  weeks  ago  he  told  me  he  exi)ected  we  would  all  have  to 
sleep  with  our  clothes  on  for  the  next  three  months,  so  I  feel  that  at  least  I 
shall  bave  mine  on  night  and  day  until  the  campaign  closes. 

Was  1867,  1868  another  letter  from  Schwedtman? 
Mr.  Mui-.HALL  (aftiT  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  The  third  paragraph  should  be  read.     It  is  as 
follows : 

Regarding  our  local  situatioi..  I  have  now  before  me  the  list  of  the  manu- 
facturers in  tile  eleventh  and  twelfth  districts.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Finley's  man- 
ager, as  well  as  Mr.  Coudrey *s  manager,  several  times,  and  I  can  scheme  what 
we  are  going  to  do  with  the  list  of  business  men  in  our  hands.  I  wish  you  were 
here,  and  we  would  get  you  an  nutoniobiie  to  run  around  from  one  to  another. 
It  is  possible  that  we  niny  have  to  rely  on  you  for  this,  l)ecause  I  personally 
can  not  go  out.  There  is  too  much  work  at  this  office.  I  don't  like  the  idea 
very  much  of  soliciting  funds  by  mail.  Rome  of  these  confidential  letters  might 
get  astray  and  hurt  those  candidates  and  us  badly.  But  I  nm  not  s])eaking 
about  this  definitely  in  the  present  letter,  because  I  have  given  it  not  sufficient 
thought,  nor  have  I  had  the  opiK>rtunity  to  talk  It  over  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 
After  having  his  views  I  will  write  you  again. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following: 

Meanwhile  I  want  to  say  to  you  thnt  Mr.  Van  Cleave  veiy  likely  will  be  in 
New  York  week  after  next.  He  is  considering  seriously  the  calling  together  of 
the  executive  committee  for  approximately  Friday.  September  25.  There  are 
some  serious  questions  to  l>e  cimsidered,  including  the  association's  attitude 
on  the  tariff.  Mr.  Miles  is  very  anxious  to  come  out  with  some  definite  state- 
ments. Mr.  Van  Clenve  fet»ls  that  these  statements  are  correct,  and  at  the  same 
time  lM)th  gentlemen  don't  want  to  go  ahead  without  giving  careful  considera- 
tion to  the  jwlitical  imiH)rtance  that  any  utterances  will  have  at  this  time, 
esi)ecially  utterances  on  the  tariff. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  1869  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  that  ought  to  be  read  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  1870-1871  appears  to  be  a  letter  addressed  to  Maj. 
Wm.  H.  Armstrong,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  signed  "  Charles  Burrows,"  I 
think  it  is;  I  am  not  sure.    How  did  you  happen  to  have  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  that  was  sent  to  Mr.  Armstrong  and 
was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Parry,  and  Mr.  Parry  gave  it  to  me.  It  was  a 
gentleman  seeking  congressional  honors  in  the  sixth  congressional 
district. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  ought  to  be  read.    I  will  read  this : 

(1870,1871.) 

Rutherford  Branch 
Peoples  Bank  and  Trust  Company, 

Rutherford,  y. ./.,  September  9,  190S. 

Maj.  Wm.  H.  Armstrong,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Armstrong  :  Referring  to  our  talk  while  in  Toledo  concerning  the  situa- 
tion in  this  Congress  district,  you  mentioned  if  I  would  send  you  the  names  of 
some  of  our  prominent  manufacturers  you  might  be  able  to  give  me  a  little 
assistance.  I  inclose  a  list  of  those  in  Paterson  and  Passaic  City,  of  Passaic 
County,  our  principal  manufacturing  centers.  There  are  many  others  scattered 
through  my  own  county  of  Bergen,  smaller  institutions  like  your  friend  Becton, 
but  I  deem  it  unnecessary  to  give  you  any  further  list. 

Let  me  say  here  that  Wm.  Barbour,  who  is  on  this  list,  favors  Huston,  of 
Sussex  County,  for  the  nomination,  but  why  he  should  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
we  all  know  H.  can  not  get  his  own  party  vote  in  his  own  county  and  is  not 
nearly  as  well  acquainted  through  the  other  two  counties  (Bergen  and  Passaic) 
as  I  am.  Wm.  Hughes,  the  present  Democratic  Congressman,  has  had  a  great 
many  Republicans  with  him  in  the  last  six  years  at  which  time  Wm.  Barbour 
was  the  defeated  Republican  candidate.  From  my  own  observation  and  the 
reports  from  **  my  secret-service  agents  "  I  am  the  only  one  of  the  seven  men- 
tioned who  can  get  this  vote  back,  being  composed  mostly  of  ten  or  twelve  hun- 
dred Grand  Army  men  and  Sons  of  Veterans. 

Who  were  the  "  secret-service  agents  "  he  refers  to  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  could  not  say,  sir.    I  never  met  the  gentlemen. 
Senator  Walsh.  All  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  1872, 1873  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Eeed.  It  is  largely  cumulative.    I  call  attention  to  this: 

There  was  a  conference  called  for  Monday  afternoon  from  the  leaders  all 
over  the  State  on  the  situation,  and  they  all  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
best  thing  to  do  was  to  support  Gov.  Hanly  In  his  policy  of  trying  to  force 
through  the  legislature,  the  county -option  bill,  which  some  member  of  the  legis- 
lature will  present  on  the  ISth  or  19th  Instant,  so  that  will  certainly  put  the 
party  strictly  upon  prohibition  platform  in  this  State.  The  Democrats  are 
already  taking  advantage  of  the  situation,  and  at  the  present  time  things  are 
looking  extremely  bad. 

And  a  little  further  on  is  the  following : 

I  know  I  have  stated  to  you  in  a  former  letter  that  Messrs,  Parry,  Foster, 
Hanch,  and  myself  will  start  out  with  an  automobile  next  week  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  funds,  and  we  have  got  these  gentlemen  keyed  up  to  a  high  tension  at 
the  present  time. 

I  will  also  read  this : 

I  have  given  a  great  deal  of  attention  to  that  part  of  your  letter  in  relation 
to  the  policy  of  Mr.  Miles  upon  the  tariff.    What  I  told  Mr.  Miles  when  I  was 
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in  St.  Louis  on  last  Saturday  was  strictly  correct — th&t  every  leader  of  the 
Republican  Party  who  is  a  friend  of  ours  has  plainly  stated  very  recently 
that  the  policy  pursued  by  Mr.  Miles  and  our  organization  is  furnishing  to  the 
Democratic  campaign  committee  in  the  present  campaign  the  best  documents 
they  have  for  fighting  the  Republican  organization.  I  gave  the  names  of  the 
gentlemen  In  my  interview  with  Mr.  Miles,  and  if  I  am  invited  to  New  York 
to  the  meeting  on  the  25th  instant,  I  will  bring  documents  enough  with  me  to 
show  that  we  ought  to  let  up  on  the  tariff,  at  least  a  little  bit,  at  the  present 
time. 

I  am  greatly  pleased  at  what  you  say  in  regard  to  conditions  in  St.  Louis. 
Of  course  I  will  be  willing  to  come  over  and  help  out  if  it  is  possible  for  me 
to  do  so.  but  the  organization  here  has  mapped  out  a  system  of  work  for  me 
and  if  I  carry  out  half  of  what  Watson  and  Hemonway  and  the  others  want 
me  to  do  I  will  have  to  work  day  and  night.  I  believe  the  situation  in  St. 
Louis  will  take  care  of  itself  to  some  extent,  and  I  am  positive  that  you  will 
easily  find  that  a  good  first-class  finance  committee,  as  we  have  found  here, 
will  raise  more  money  in  an  hour  than  I  can  raise  in  a  week.  I  do  not  make 
this  statement  to  take  any  work  off  my  shoulders,  but  I  am  only  making  it  to 
you  thinking  you  can  get  better  results  the  other  way  than  what  you  could  by 
my  coming  over  there  Just  now.  I  know  that  I  can  be  of  great  help  among  the 
shop  organizations,  and  that  we  can  get  a  first-class  organization  started  In 
St  Louis,  so  if  you  see  Shanklln  I  think  he  will  be  the  only  one  you  need  see 
at  the  present  time,  for  Shanklln  has  a  great  hold  on  a  number  of  men  in  the 
shops  in  the  shoe  industry. 

1874,  1875  is  what  ?  It  is  addressed  to  "  Dear  William  "  and  is 
signed  "  T.  V.  Farrell." 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  I  think  that  is  a  letter  that  has  strayed  in,  which 
is  more  of  a  personal  nature. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  1876  another  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  refers  to  a  newspaper  clipping.  Is  this  the  clip- 
ping which  was  inclosed  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examining  clipping) .    Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads: 

(1876.) 

National  Association  of  Man  cfactubers, 

8t.  Louis,  Septernber  10,  190S, 
My  Dear  Martin:  I  find  that  the  attached  newspaper  clipping  is  making 
the  rounds  of  the  labor  papers,    I  am  sorry  to  see  it    They  are  evidently  after 
yoa. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Febd.  C.  Schwedtman, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 

Col.   M.   M.    MVLHALL, 

Indianapolis,  Ifid. 

And  here  is  the  newspaper  clipping: 

LOOK   OUT  FOR   MULHALL,   THE   WARNING   TO   LABOR. 

The  notorious  "  Col."  Mulhall,  who  is  In  the  pay  of  the  Van  Cleave-Parry  com- 
bination, is  to  be  sent  into  several  congressional  districts  for  the  purpose  of 
defeating  and  disrupting  union  labor  in  the  coming  campaign. 

This  Mulhall  has  no  influence  with  organized  labor;  indeed,  his  presence 
in  any  congressional  district  will  simply  result  in  solidifying  organized  labor 
against  any  candidate  who  would  allow  him  to  support  him. 

But  union  men  everywhere  do  not  know  this  Mulhall,  and  this  is  printed  as  a 
warning  to  such,  to  the  end  that  organized  labor  may  be  on  its  guard  and 
protect  its  political  friends  and  punish  its  political  enemies  everywhere. 

So  look  out  for  "Col."  Mulhall,  the  arch  enemy  of  union  labor. — From  the 
Union  Labor  Advocate. 

1877  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  1877  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Van  Cleave, 
according  to  this  printed  copy. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  badly  printed.  Senator  Nelson.  There  is, 
where  the  address  ought  to  be,  "  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  President."  But, 
if  you  look  directlv  underneath  that,  you  will  see  it  is  addressed 
"  My  dear  Martin. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  1877.) 

Senator  Reed.  1878  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Sydney  E.  Mudd  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).    Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  as  follows: 

(1878.) 

La  Plata,  Md.,  Septemher  10,  1908, 

Ck)l.    M.    M.    MULHALL. 

Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  received.     I  would  rather  talk  to  you  about  the 
matter  thereof  in  person,  for  reasons  which  I  will  then  explain 
Appreciating  your  kindness,  I  am. 

Very  siccerely,  yours,  Sydney  E.  Mudd. 

Did  you  afterwards  talk  with  Mr.  Mudd? 

Mr.  MrLiiALi^.  That  was  in  regard  to  the  employment  of  Mr. 
William  Stewart.  Yes,  sir;  I  talked  with  Mr.  Mudd.  That  was 
about  the  employment  of  William  Stewart,  who  was  at  Republican 
headquarters  in  Baltimore,  Md. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  want  him  employed  for? 

Mr.  MiLHALL.  To  help  Mr.  Mudd  in  the  city  districts  of  Balti- 
more. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  a  labor  man? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  No,  sir;  he  was  one  of  the  best-posted  politicians, 
they  claimed,  there  are  in  Maryland. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  they  employ  him  and  pay  him  ?  Is  that  what 
you  mean? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did,  sir ;  for  several  weeks. 

Senator  Reed.  WTiose  money  did  you  use? 

Mr.  MuLHAi^.  The  National  Aasociation  of  Manufacturers'  monev. 

Senator  Reed.  1879,  1888  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  It  is  a  letter  sent  to  me,  I  guess,  that  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man received — a  copy  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  A  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  vSchwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  No,  sir;  a  letter  that  was  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman, 
and  he  sent  me  that  copy. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  addressed  "  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman,  Esq.,  secre- 
tary to  the  president,  St.  Ix)uis,  Mo.     My  dear  Ferdinand." 

i  think  you  wrote  this  letter,  Mr.  Mulhall.  You  did  not,  before, 
look  at  the  substance  of  the  letter.     I  will  ask  vou  now  to  look  at  it. 

Look  at  the  bottom  and  see  if  there  is  not  "  Diet.  M.  M.  M. — G." 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examining  letter).  I  made  a  mistake 
in  that  first  statement.  There  is  no  "  Diet.  M.  M.  M."  on  here.  What 
deceived  me  was  the  names  on  the  lower  part  of  the  letter. 

Senator  Nei>?;on.  This  mark  in  regard  to  the  dictation  is  here  in 
the  print. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  does  not  appear  to  be  on  the  letter.  Senator.  I 
thinly  that  is  a  copy  and  the  original  may  show  it. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  now  understand  the  difficulty.  The  trouble  was 
that  I  only  gave  you  part  of  the  letter.  It  runs  from  1879  to  1883. 
I  now.  hand  you  the  whole  letter.  The  thing  that  made  it  deceptive 
was  these  things  printed  in  the  middle  of  it  that  look  like  si^atures. 

Senator  Net^son.  Will  3'OU  look  at  the  bottom  of  the  original,  if 
vou  now  have  the  letter 

Mr.  MuLHALi>.  Those  names  are  on  the  bottom  of  the  first  two 
pages,  and  that  deceived  me. 

Senator  Reed.  But  now  look  at  the  end  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  MuLHAiJ.  (after  further  examination).  Yes;  I  see  this  is  my 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  And  there  are  the  letters  "  Diet.  M.  M.  M.— G."? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  the  letter : 

I  arrived  in  Clncinnnti  about  7.30  a.  ni.,  and  went  to  the  Sinton  Hotel,  and 
whUe  having  breakfast  there  Mr.  A.  K  Voreys,  Mr.  Taft's  chief  of  staff,  came 
in  and  saw  me  and  sat  down  and  had  breakfast  with  me.  Mr.  Voreys  and  I 
had  a  private  interview  at  breakfast  and  after  tlie  meal  was  over  he  stated  that 
Mr.  Taft  was  coming  to  the  headquarters  which  they  had  establishe<l  on  the 
eighth  floor  of  that  hotel  at  9  o'clock,  and  if  I  would  call  at  about  11  a.  ni.  ho 
would  be  greatly  pleased,  as  he  wished  to  have  a  long  talk  with  me. 

From  the  next  page  I  read  this : 

About  11  a.  ra.  I  called  at  Mr.  Voreys's  office  and  had  an  Interview  with  him 
lasting  about  three  quarters  of  an  hour.  I  gave  Mr.  Voreys  plainly  to  under- 
stand that  there  was  a  large  membership  of  our  organization  who  would  vote 
the  Republican  ticket,  who  were  not  active  for  the  ticket,  and  this  was  caused 
in  a  large  measure  to  President  Roosevelt's  work  upon  Congress  last  winter  for 
seeking  class  legislation  for  the  labor  unions  and  for  the  discourtesy  shown  to 
the  leaders  of  our  association  at  the  Chicago  convention.  Voreys  was  an 
entirely  different  man  to  what  he  was  In  Chicago.  He  is  more  than  anxious 
to  have  some  of  our  people  see  Judge  Taft  and  to  get  our  people  actively  to 
work  in  the  State  through  the  country.  He  wanted  me  to  go  to  Columbus  to 
meet  Mr.  Williams,  chairman  of  the  Ohio  State  committee.  This  I  told  him  it 
was  imi)ossible  for  me  to  do  at  the  present  time  on  account  of  the  many  duties 
that  I  have  already  and  on  account  of  being  placed  in  charge  of  headquarters 
which  we  have  opened  up  at  rooms  214-210-218  State  Life  Building,  Indian- 
apolis, Ind.  I  convinced  Mr.  Voreys  that  we  would  do  all  we  possibly  could 
for  the  Republican  organization  in  Indiana  and  that  we  are  In  daily  touch  with 
the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  of  Indiana,  and  that  we  are  also  largely 
interested  ia  a  number  of  congressional  districts  in  the  other  States,  and  this 
was  about  all  the  work  we  could  take  up  at  the  present  time,  and  if  he  wished- 
to  get  a  large  percentage  of  our  organization  busy  he  liad  better  get  Judge 
Taft  to  get  in  communication  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Parry,  Mr.  Kirby,  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  and  the  other  leaders  of  our  organization.  This  he  claimed  he 
would  bring  about  In  the  very  near  future  and  wanted  me  to  aid  him  In  doing  so. 

He  prevailed  upon  me  to  remain  In  Cincinnati  overnight,  as  he  had  tele- 
phone<l  to  Columbus  to  have  Mr.  Williams,  the  State  chairman,  come  to  see 
me.  This  I  promised  him  I  would  do,  so  my  Interview  with  him  ended  about 
12  m. 

After  leaving  Voreys,  I  again  met  Mr.  Wuest  and  he  had  lunch  with  me.  I 
remained  with  Wuest  until  about  2  p.  m.,  and  at  3  p.  m.  went  to  the  office  of 
Senator  Foraker  in  the  Traction  Building  and  had  a  long  Interview  with  him. 

The  Senator  stated  that  he  had  sent  for  me  to  have  me  let  our  members  know 
that  he  was  again  going  to  be  a  candidate  for  the  United  States  Senate  and  that 
he  would  be  more  than  pleased  to  have  the  aid  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  his 
organization  in  Ohio. 


Then,  continuing  on  the  next  page,  I  read : 


There  was  one  thing  he  said  he  wished  to  impress  upon  me  very  forcibly, 
and  that  was  this:  That  he  had  been  told  by  quite  a  number  of  his  friends  who 
live  in  Dayton   that  Mr.   John  Kirby,  of  the  Kirby  Manufacturing  Co.,  had 
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recently  given  out  a  statement  against  him  and  that  he  was  given  to  under- 
stand that  Mr.  Kirby  was  doing  all  he  possibly  could  to  have  the  senator  from 
Dayton  and  the  three  members  from  that  State  instructed  n gainst  him.  This 
I  assured  Senator  Foraker  was  a  complete  surprise  to  me,  for  Mr.  Kirby  was 
one  of  our  most  active  members  of  the  association,  and  I  certainly  believed 
there  must  be  some  mistake  about  it.  For  I  told  the  Senator  that  I  had  given 
all  the  leading  members  of  the  association  plainly  to  understand  the  splendid 
work  that  he  did  for  us  for  the  past  five  years  and  of  the  statement  of  Setb. 
Low,  when  he  approached  him  with  an  amendment  to  the  Sherman  bill,  and 
if  Mr.  Kirby  was  working  against  him  he  must  not  be  rightly  informed  of  his 
friendship  to  our  association.  I  assured  Senator  Foraker  that  I  would  write 
to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  at  once  and  tell  him  Kirby  was  working  against  him.  After 
he  tlioroughly  understood  the  situation  it  must  be  brought  around  the  other 
way  so  that  he  and  Mr.  Kirby  would  be  on  more  friendly  terms  in  the  near 
future. 

I  left  about  4  p.  m.  and  went  back  to  the  hotel  and  found  Mr.  Wuest  waiting 
for  me.  Wuest  knew  that  I  had  another  engagement  with  Mr.  Vorys  in  the 
afternoon  and  he  was  anxious  to  have  me  introduce  him  to  Mr.  Vorys.  I 
went  to  my  room  about  4.15  and  a  short  time  after  going  there  Vorys  came 
to  my  room  and  he  wanted  me  to  make  a  complete  statement  of  the  situation 
in  Indiana  as  I  knew  it,  and  what  the  conditions  were  in  the  East  and  what 
the  situation  was  in  Maryland.  I  went  fully  over  the  conditions  in  this  State 
with  Mr.  Vorys,  giving  him  all  the  information  I  possessed,  and  about  half 
past  4  Mr.  Wuest  walked  into  my  room  without  an  invitation,  and  my  interview 
with  Vorys  ended  there,  for  Vorys  wanted  to  have  our  interview  private,  for 
he  stated  that  there  was  always  a  large  gang  of  reporters  hanging  around  their 
headquarters  and  they  were  making  up  all  kinds  of  stories  about  those  visiting 
headqbarters  and  they  were  not  giving  out  but  very  little  news  to  the  press. 

I  left  my  room  with  Mr.  Voreys  and  Wuest  about  5  p.  m.,  and  left  Voreys 
about  6  p.  m.,  and  after  dinner  I  went  to  Covington,  Ky.,  and  met  Mr.  Edward 
Denny,  national  secretary  of  the  Molders'  Union,  and  several  of  his  friend& 
I  remained  with  these  gentlemen  until  about  10  p.  m.,  when  I  returned  to  my 
room. 

At  7.30  this  morning  I  met  Mr.  Voreys  and  Mr.  Williams  in  the  dining  room 
of  the  hotel,  and  State  Chairman  Williams  wanted  me  to  take  an  active  in- 
terest in  a  number  of  doubtful  legislative  districts  in  Ohio.  He  said  he  would 
send  me  a  list  of  the  different  districts  he  wished  us  to  do  work  in,  and  he  would 
like  to  keep  in  touch  with  me  by  mail  or  otherwise  as  often  as  it  was  pos- 
sible for  me  to  do  so,  and  he  also  stated  that  Mr.  Cole,  of  Columbus,  was 
expecting  us  to  help  them  In  some  congressional  districts  of  Ohio,  and  for 
that  reason  lie  wanted  our  active  aid.  He  said  Cole  was  anxious  to  have 
me  come  to  Columbus  to  meet  several  leaders  there,  but  I  assured  him  it  was 
imiK)ssible  for  me  to  do  so  now,  but  later  on  when  I  could  spare  the  time  I 
would  come  to  Columbus  to  give  what  aid  I  could. 

Of  course,  I  treated  these  gentlemen  all  through  with  the  greatest  of  cour- 
tesy and  diplomacy.  There  are  a  great  many  things  which  we  can  do  for 
them  by  letter  and  otherwise,  which  I  believe  will  make  them  our  lasting 
friends,  and  I  feel  perfectly  confident  that  some  good  work  will  come  out  of 
my  visit  to  Cincinnati. 

I  left  Cincinnati  at  8.30  and  returned  to  Indianapolis  about  11.30  a.  m.,  and 
will  be  engaged  here  for  the  afternoon  with  my  mail  and  to  atteudn  the  meeting 
which  will  be  held  at  our  rooms  this  evening. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  worth  while  taking  the 
time  of  the  committee  further  on  this,  but  Mr.  Gushing  comes  into 
this  letter. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  You  pronounced  that  name  wrong,  that  name 
"Wuest,"  Senator.  He  was  a  commissioner  of  the  National  Metal 
Trades  of  the  United  States. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  1884,  1885  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote 
to  Schwedtman! 

Mr.  MuT^HALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  am  certainly  a  little  bit  jealous  that  the  so-called  labor  leaders  are  not 
giving  me  a  little  more  of  their  attention  than  what  I  am  getting,  for  I  ferf 
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tliat  I  deserve  more  tban  mere  passing  notice  from  some  country  sheet  like  the 
clipping  you  inclose. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  had  better  read  the  next  paragraph,  too. 
Senator  Keed.  Very  well.  [Reading:] 

I  am  under  the  impression  that  Gomi)er8  and  his  crew  of  pirates  have  known 
for  the  past  five  years  that  I  have  been  honored  with  a  position  in  our  organi- 
zation, for  in  the  campaign  of  three  and  four  and  in  the  campaign  two  years 
ago  in  Maine  and  in  other  States  Sam  Gompers  gave  me  a  great  deal  of  his 
personal  attention;  so  that  is  the  reason  I  am  surprised  that  they  are  not 
giving  me  more  attention  than  I  am  getting  at  the  present  time.  Of  course,  I 
always  believe  in  quiet  and  effective  work,  and  I  know  of  many  occasions  where 
a  brick  house  has  fallen  on  those  fellows  and  they  did  not  know  who  knocked 
the  props  down. 

Is  there  any  use  reading  the  rest  of  it  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  1886,  1887  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  something  there  in  regard  to 
Crockett  that  should  be  read.    I  will  read  this : 

I  know  that  two  years  ago  he  did  nothing  to  help  Ldttlefleld  in  his  district, 
and  what  he  did  do  was  against  him.  This  Littlefleld  has  told  me  on  several 
occasions.  Besides,  Dr.  Crockett,  who  was  at  one  time  State  chairman  of  the 
Democratic  committee  in  Maine,  states  that  the  party  who  is  running  in  Little- 
field's  district  would  be  of  no  service  to  us.  I  have  had  a  number  of  letters 
from  Dr.  Crockett  upon  this  subject  and  I  know  that  neither  Mr.  White,  the 
leader  of  that  district,  or  Mr.  Donahue,  county  chairman  of  that  district,  or  any 
of  the  old  leaders  have  written  to  me  or  have  ever  asked  us  for  any  help  in 
that  section  of  Maine  since  Littlefield  resigned. 

Senator  Reed.  Further  on  in  the  letter  I  see  this : 

I  want  to  state  to  you  that  I  will  find  time  to  go  to  Detroit  in  the  near  future, 
for  we  can  not  under  any  conditions  afford  to  let  William  D.  Mahon  win  that 
district  Tou  can  write  to  Mr.  Anthony  that  I  will  be  in  Detroit  the  first  of 
next  month  and  help  him  to  do  good  work  there. 

Further  along  occurs  this  sentence : 

There  are  a  number  of  good  workers  that  I  know  in  Cleveland  and  Detroit, 
and  if  he  wishes  to  put  some  good  first-class  men  to  work  there  to  defeat 
Mahon,  I  can  furnish  the  men  to  do  so. 

1888-1892  is  a  duplicate,  I  understand,  of  1879-1883. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  examined  it,  and  it  is  a  duplicate.  It  should 
be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  1893,  1894  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Dr. 
Crockett,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mui.HAii..  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  a  paragraph  of  importance ;  or  probably 
the  last  two  paragraphs  are  important.    I  will  read  this  part : 

I  have  hopes  that  I  will  yet  see  you  in  this  campaign,  for  tlie  Hearst  people 
have  opened  up  headquarters  here  in  Indiana,  and  I  have  frequently  mentioned 
you  to  some  of  the  leaders  of  the  Hearst  people  and  some  of  the  leaders  of  the 
Republican  Party  and  am  anxious  to  get  you  on  the  stump  for  them.  There  is 
a  great  deal  of  growling  about  money  matters.  Both  organizations  claim  there 
is  but  very  little  funds  to  pay  si)eakers,  but  I  feel  the  situation  along  this  line 
will  soon  clear  up,  and  I  hope  that  I  can  enlist  you  to  make  a  few  speeches 
here  for  us  in  Indiana. 

I  know  that  you  have  seen  where  old  Samuel  has  attacked  Speaker  Cannon, 
and  I  hope  you  will  be  the  man  to  run  them  out  of  the  West,  for  it  did  not 
take  you  long  to  do  the  Job  in  Maine  two  years  ago.  I  have  not  got  those  papers 
I  asked  yon  for  In  my  last  letter  to  you. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  "  old  Samuel,"  he  refers  to  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Samuel  Gompers,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  1895,  1896,  and  ask  whether  that  is 
a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  Mr.  Anthony  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  call  attention  to  this  paragraph : 

There  are  about  20  other  congressioDal  districts  that  our  association  is  inter- 
ested In  here.  I  am  only  mentioning  these  facts  to  you  so  that  you  will  start 
to  work  in  Detroit  and  do  what  you  can  to  help  Mr.  Denby  until  such  time  as 
we  get  there  to  help  you  out.  I  know  from  the  tone  of  your  letters  that  you  are 
anxious  to  have  Mr.  Denby  returned,  for  you  know,  as  I  know,  that  no  Congress- 
man that  has  ever  come  from  Michigan  has  been  more  favorable  to  the  business 
interests  of  this  country  than  what  Mr.  Denby  has.  Besides,  it  would  be  fatal 
to  the  business  interests  of  your  city  to  have  such  a  man  as  Mahon  as  your 
Representative  in  Congress. 

Senator  Beed,  I  call  attention  to  the  paragraph  above  that,  which 
is  as  follows: 

We  have  ojiened  up  headquarters  for  political  work  at  214-218  State  Life 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  There  are  quite  a  number  of  members  of  the 
Indiana  delegation  that  we  are  helping  out,  and  Mr.  James  K  Watson,  candi- 
date for  governor  of  this  State,  who  was  formerly  Congressman  from  the  sixth 
Indiana  district  and  whip  of  the  Hou^e,  who  was  always  our  very  active 
friend  in  Congress,  and  for  that  reason  we  are  here  in  Indiana  doing  everything 
we  possibly  can  toward  his  election  in  the  present  campaign. 

Toward  the  close  of  the  letter  I  see  this  paragraph : 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  our  plan  of  campaign  here  in 
Indiana — how  we  start  to  organize  the  shops — and  I  think  if  you  follow  cot 
this  plan  and  get  the  manufacturers  interested  you  can  get  a  first-class  organ- 
ization in  Detroit  against  Mahon  right  away. 

Is  No.  1897  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  part  of  the  letter : 

As  secretary  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  I  am  instructed 
by  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  the  chairman,  to  advise  you  that  we  are  to-day  forward- 
ing by  express  300  copies  of  Mr.  Littlefield's  speech  on  "  Injunctions."  The 
speech  covers  159  closely  printe<i  pages.  The  booklets  have  been  printed  in 
the  United  States  Government  Printery,  and  each  copy  is  inclosed  In  a  sealed 
franked  envelope,  which  will  make  it  necessary  for  you  to  only  address  the 
envelope  and  mail  the  book  without  postage.  However,  free  mailing  is  limited 
to  September  30,  which  is  the  last  day  on  wliich  Mr.  Littlefield  holds  the 
position  of  Congressman  from  Maine,  consequently  the  last  day  on  which  his 
frank  is  recognized. 

There  has  been  a  tremendous  demand  for  copies  of  this  pamphlet,  and  it  is 
unfortunately  impossible  to  send  as  many  to  you  as  you  would  like  to  have. 
However,  the  number  sent  you  will  be  sufficient,  no  doubt,  for  a  selected  list 
of  your  members. 

Then  it  goes  on  and  praises  the  book.  I  call  attention  to  it  because 
it  is  another  evidence  of  the  abuse  of  the  franking  privilege.  At 
least,  I  so  regard  it. 

No.  1898  appears  to  be  a  telegram. 

Mr.  MuLiiAix.  Yes;  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Tariff  Board  appointed.    Kirby  says  come  home. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  were  you  interested  in  the  matter  of  the 
appointment  of  the  Tariff  Board? 

Mr.  MuLHALi^  The  whole  organization,  as  I  have  said  before,  was 
interested.    The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  originated 
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and  started  the  tariff  convention  that  was  held  in  Indianapolis  on 
the  17th,  18th,  and  19th  of  February,  1908. 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the  appointment  of 
this  Tariff  Board  was  the  outcome  of  the  work  thus  initiated  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  the  letters  and  everything  else 
wiU  show  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  "  Kirby  says  come  home."    What  does  that  mean  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  out  on  a  mission  to  get  people  that  would  in- 
dorse Mr.  Schwedtman  for  one  of  the  members  or  that  commission, 
and  Kirby  telegraphed  me  that  the  commission  was  appointed,  and  to 
come  home. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  it  was  useless  to  prosecute  further 
your  work  in  that  direction? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  had  you  gone  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  leaving  Cincmnati  and  going  to  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  get  your  instructions  by  letter  in  respect 
to  that  matter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  got  the  instructions  first  in  the  New  York 
office,  and  was  sent  out. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  think  the  letters  in  any  wav  refer  to  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  there  will  be  letters  that  refer  to  it. 

Senator  Reed.  1899,  1900  is  a  copy  of  your  account  rendered  to 
this  manufacturers'  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Heed.  Does  it  correctly  show  the  items  of  receipts  and  ex- 
penditures, as  far  as  it  purports  to  show  the  same? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Under  date  of  August  29  I  see  the  following  item  : 

Aug.  29.  Paid  to  one  member  of  executive  board  of  Pennsylvania  miners' 
union  for  doing  campaign  work  at  tlie  primaries  in  thetentli  and  eleventh 
Pennsylvania  districts,  $100. 

Who  was  that  man  that  you  paid  that  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  My  mind  is  not  clear  on  that  just  now,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  ask  you  this,  Mr.  Mulhall:  In  all  these 
bills  there  are  items  of  $20,  $25,  $40,  etc,  paid  to  certain  labor  union 
men  for  assistance  in  your  work.  Did  you  ever  take  any  receipts  or 
vouchers  from  these  men? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  had  strict  orders  not  to  do  anything  of 
the  kind. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  took  no  receipts  or  vouchers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Neijson.  And  turned  in  none  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Turned  in  none. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  recall  who  this  man  was? 

Mr.  Mulhalu  I  think  the  letters  will  show  it  later;  because  I 
know  I  appealed  to  one  of  my  old-time  friends  to  come  to  Indiana 
and  make  speeches,  and  I  think  that  is  something  along  that  line. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  this  member  of  the  Retail  Clerks'  Union  is  still 
getting  his  $40. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  that  was  Feeney .    I  can  recall  that. 

Senator  Nelson*  How  long  did  you  keep  him  on  the  pay  roll  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  All  through  that  campaign. 
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Senator  Nelson.  At  $40  a  week  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  1901,  1902  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  1899,  1900. 

If?  1903, 1904  a  copy  of  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you, 
or  is  it  an  original? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  I 
will  say  to  Senator  Nelson,  in  relation  to  the  question  he  asked,  that 
there  are  other  letters  and  stuff,  still  in  my  home,  that  I  have  not 
brought  over  here,  pertaining  to  the  coal  strike  in  1902,  and  if  you 
want  that  information,  I  will  bring  it  to  you. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  it  relates  to  the  strike,  I  do  not  think  I  want  it. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  say  it  relates  to  my  relations  with  those  men 
from  1902  up  to  the  present  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  it  relates  to  the  strike  I  do  not  care  for  it, 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  1903,  1904  that  ought  to  be 
read? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.  I  will  read  this  part  of  the  letter.  [Read- 
ing:] 

I  have  kept  away  for  the  last  week  from  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party, 
particularly  Mr.  Watson,  for  I  know  when  I  see  him  he  will  have  a  tale  of  woe 
to  tell  me,  as  he  did  on  my  last  visit,  and  up  to  the  present  time  we  have  not 
raised  any  funds  in  this  State  to  help  him  out.  I  have  all  arrangements  made 
to  start  out  to-morrow  morning.  Through  Mr.  Hanch  we  have  secured  an  auto- 
mobile with  a  chauffeur,  and  Mr.  Parry,  Mr.  Hanch,  Mr.  Foster,  and  myself  will 
meet  at  this  office  at  9  o'clock  to  commence  a  campaign  for  funds.  After  we  are 
through  with  this  county  I  shall  start  out  immediately  to  organize  the  other 
cities  in  this  State  and  make  collections  in  the  different  parts  of  the  State  from 
manufacturers.  Of  course  the  Indiana  State  committee  has  authorizeil  me  to  do 
this,  and  Mr.  Watson  and  the  leaders  of  the  party  here  have  plainly  told  Mr. 
Parry,  Mr.  Hanch,  and  Mr.  Foster  that  the  State  committee  would  not  assess 
the  manufacturers  outside  of  the  aid  that  they  would  receive  through  the  com- 
mittee that  will  start  out  to-morrow  morning.  The  arrangements  are  that  we 
shall  forward  the  funds  which  we  collect  to  St  Ijouis  and  draw  through  St. 
Louis  for  the  campaign  that  we  are  making  in  this  State.  I  feel  confident  that 
we  will  be  successful,  for  Messrs.  Parry,  Hanch,  and  Foster  are  determined  to 
do  all  that  they  can  to  relieve  the  situation  as  far  as  money  is  concerned. 

Senator  Keed.  Let  me  read  the  next  paragraph.     It  is  as  follows : 

.  It  is  absolutely  necessarj^  that  this  be  done  as  soon  as  possible,  for  we  will 
be  compelled  to  put  more  workers  on  here  from  this  time  out.  The  Indiana 
manufacturers  certainly  understand  that  they  have  not  contributed  a  dollar 
to  the  supjwrt  of  this  movement  at  the  present  time.  All  the  money  that  has 
been  si)ent  has  been  drawn  by  me  from  our  association.  Besides.  I  wish  to  call 
Mr.  Van  Cleave's  attention  to  the  fact  that  there  are  many  districts  in  the 
East  who  are  calling  for  lielp,  and  on  my  next  trip  East,  which  will  have  to  be 
in  the  near  future,  I  will  be  comi)elled  to  put  workers  on  In  the  tenth  and 
eleventh  Pennsylvania  districts,  and  certainly  will  have  to  put  more  help  on  in 
the  New  Jersey  districts.  I  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mudd,  from  the  fifth  Mary-, 
land,  district,  this  morning  stating  that  he  wished  to  see  me  in  relation  to  his 
district,  and  I  know  what  it  means. 

And  is  that  money  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  1905-1907  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  another  account. 
Did  you  render  that  account  to  this  association  and  does  it  correctly 
show  the  items  of  expenditure  and  receipt,  so  far  as  it  purports  to 
do  so? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
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The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  item : 

Sept  7.  Snpper  In  private  dining  room  of  the  Clay])ool  Hotel.  Indianapolis, 
for  Hon.  James  E.  Watson  and  his  friends,  $17.00. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  these  items : 

Sept.  5.  Lunch  at  Fausts's  Restaurant  for  self  and  10  others |7. 60 

Sept.  5.  Seats  for  self  and  nine  others  at  theatrical  performance 10. 00 

Sept.  5.  Refreshments  for  self  and  nine  others  nt  Fausts*s  Restaurant 

after  show  was  over 8.60 

Who  were  these  people? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  were  members  of  the  Workingmen's  Pro- 
tective Association  of  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

Senator  Eeed.  Were  you  at  that  time  engaged  with  them  in  politi- 
cal work? 

Mr.  Mn^HALL.  That  is  one  of  the  trips,  I  believe,  that  I  made  at 
that  time  at  Mr.  Schwedtman's  request  to  St.  Louis. 

tnator  Reed.  Did  that  concern  the  eleventh  and  twelfth  districts? 
r.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  1908-1910  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  1905-1907. 
No.  1911  is  a  telegram  signed  by  Schwedtman.    Did  you  get  that 
telegram  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  the  14th  of  September,  and  reads : 

Am  sending  you  important  letter  to-day. 

F.    C.    SCHWI-IDTMAN. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  Xo.  1912  that  letter  referred  to  in  the  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mi^LHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  must  be  the  next  one,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1912  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  the  next  letter  is  the  one  referred  to. 

The  Chairman.  Neither  of  them  is  of  any  importance. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  might  be  the  next  letter,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  1913-1916  is  a  letter  dated  the  14th  of  September, 
1908.  I  think  that  is  really  part  of  this  letter.  Is  that  a  letter  fi'om 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  be  a  little  sorry  to  see  that  the  financial  cam- 
paign has  not  been  started  yet  in  Indiana.  Don't  you  think  you  are  waiting 
too  long  in  getting  this  started?  Of  course,  take  this  statement  in  the  spirit 
in  which  it  is  intended,  because  I  am  quite  sure  that  Mr.  Parry,  Mr.  Hanch, 
Mr.  Foster,  and  yourself  know  far  better  than  anybody  else  can  tell  you  what 
you  ought  to  do  and  the  most  effective  time  for  doing  it  But  take  as  an  iUufr-. 
tratlon  our  St.  Louis  situation.  As  you  well  know,  we  were  badly  in  need  of 
funds.  The  minute  I  saw  that  we  could  not  figure  on  your  remaining  here  to 
call  upon  the  manufacturers  in  the  two  congressional  districts,  I  started  some 
one  else  off  with  the  proper  kind  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  as  a 
result  we  have  several  hundred  dollars  collected,  and  before  the  end  of  thit. 
week  hope  to  make  it  a  thousand.  Of  course,  that  is  only  a  small  way,  but 
it  Is  doing  something,  and  it  is^  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  only  way  in  which 
we  can  expect  to  help  our  friends  in  the  various  congressional  districts.  The 
association  has  no  money,  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  has  been  very  much  worried 
for  some  time.  He  feels  that  it  is  up  to  the  executive  committee  to  cut  down 
some  of  our  expenses  very  materially,  or  we  will  be  on  dry  rock  in  the  very 
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near  fatnre.  It  might  as  well  be  nnderatood  first  as  last  that  the  National 
AMOclatlon  of  Manufacturers  can  not  help  out  financially  for  two  very  good 
reasona  The  first  one,  because  we  have  not  the  money — the  second  one  be- 
cause we  could  not  under  the  New  York  laws  if  we  did  have  the  money.  But 
the  practical  politician  need  not  go  any  farther  than  the  first  reason,  because 
as  I  know  them  they  never  take  much  stock  in  the  second.  We  are  cutting 
down  expenses  in  the  St.  Louis  office  in  every  imaginable  shape.  You  will 
remember  that  last  winter  a  special  assessment  was  made  to  carry  the  associa- 
tion through,  and  I  was  in  hopes  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  would  leave  the  organisa- 
tion's finances  in  splendid  condition,  but  there  have  been  so  many  demands  for 
Increased  expenses  in  some  of  our  departments  that  I  don't  know  where  we 
are  going  to  land,  and  every  last  one  of  us  ought  to  keep  this  before  him  all 
the  time^  because  otherwise  it  might  shock  us  when  we  find  that  we  are  at  the 
bottom  of  the  cash  drawer. 

Of  course,  all  this  I  have  impressed  uiK>n  you  at  various  times  so  strongly 
that  you  know  the  situation  as  well  as  I  do,  but  I  thought  it  would  do  no  harm 
to  state  it  once  more  emphatically,  because  our  bank  account  has  shown  special 
signs  of  consumption  In  the  last  month.  The  whole  situation  is  nothing  new. 
because  we  started  out  in  this  national  campiiign  with  tlie  definite  understat- 
ing that  the  manufacturers  in  each  district  and  each  State  would  have  to^^t 
together  the  necessary  cash.  If  we  can  not  help  the  politicians  in  that  fashion, 
we  can  not  help  them  at  all,  and  the  sooner  they  and  our  members  understand 
that  the  better.  It  is  a  great  pity  that  we  can  not  send  out  a  letter  over  Mr. 
Van  Gleave's  signature  asking  for  funds.  It  would  do  a  great  deal  of  good ;  but 
upon  repeated  suggestions  from  here  our  attorneys  have  investigated  the  matter 
thoroughly  and  have  given  it  as  their  best  Judgnietit  that  it  must  not  be  done. 
So  here  we  are  in  the  condition  of  men  that  would  like  to  buy  a  $75  suit  but 
have  only  $25  in  their  pocket.  They  must  either  buy  the  $25  suit  or  go  without 
clothes.  These  are  very  menn  facts,  but  I  know  it  Is  due  yon  to  tell  you  all 
about  it. 

I  note  what  you  say  about  the  Maine  situation,  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  has 
written  the  Maine  parties  in  line  with  your  judgment.  I  have  not  beard  any- 
thing from  our  friend  Shank  I  in,  but  it  really  does  not  matter,  beeause  what  the 
lioliticians  are  after  is  money,  and  the  only  way  we  can  get  that  is  by  going 
for  it,  which  we,  as  already  stated,  are  doing  at  present. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  1916  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  yourself  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

Deab  Colonel  :  Please  notice  inclosed  card.  Mr.  Burke  called  to-day  and  was 
very  anxious  to  see  you  or  get  in  touch  with  you  before  the  end  of  tlie  week. 
The  primaries  in  Hughes's  district  take  place  Tuesday,  the  22d.  It  develops 
that  there  is  no  opposition  to  Hughes,  and  he  will  undoubtedly  be  nominated. 
His  friends  are  working  in  conjunction  with  the  other  side  to  nominate  a  man 
named  Foxcroft,  a  Democrat,  of  Passaic,  the  idea  being  that  Foxcroft  would  be 
the  easiest  man  for  Hughes  to  defeat. 

Who  was  Burke! 

Mr.  MxTLHAix.  Burke  was  the  gentleman  I  mentioned  here  in  the 
testimonv  I  gave  yesterdaj. 

The  (Chairman.  Is  he  living? 

Mr.  MuLHALi^.  Yes,  sir;  I  think  he  is  still  collector  of  internal  reve- 
rme  at  Paterson,  N.  J. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1917  is  what? 
.  Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  I^oudenslager — a  copy 
of  a  letter. 
'  Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  paragraph : 

On  my  last  interview  with  you,  about  tlie  1st  of  this  month,  I  called  your 
attention  to  the  importance  of  helping  out  a  little  in  this  section  by  halving  ap- 
pointed Mr.  D.  M.  Parry's  son  as  one  of  tlie  speakers  in  the  Fast  em  States.  It 
la  only  a  little  affair,  and  I  know  you  can  do  it  if  you  wish  to.  You  promiseil 
me  that  you  would  see  Senator  du  Pont  and  take  it  up  with  him. 

I  have  been  expecting  to  hear  from  you  for  some  time  on  this  subject,  and 
it  is  a  disappointment  that  we  have  not  been  able  to  get  this  small  favor.     I 
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hope  you  will  answer  this  letter  and  let  me  know  If  you  have  seen  Senator 
du  Pont  and  what  his  views  are  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  were  afraid  to  appoint  Mr.  Parry's  son. 

Senator  Beed.  Why  were  they  afraid  to  appoint  Mr.  Carry's  sont 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  They  did  not  want  to  appoint  Mr.  Parry's  son  on 
account  of  Parry's  name  bein^  so  well  known  with  the  labor  unions. 
They  were  afraid  it  would  do  narm. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  1918,  1919,  and  also  1920,  1921.  They 
appear  to  be  in  parts  the  same  and  in  parts  different.  I  want  to  know 
ir  you  can  explain  about  that?  There  is  not  much  difference.  I 
thought  perhaps  you  had  written  one  and  then  corrected  it. 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examining  letters).  I  sometimes  made  two 
copies  of  letters,  as  I  frequently  sent  the  New  York  office  a  copy  and 
Mr.  Emery  a  copy,  as  well  as  the  party  I  was  writing  to — ^that  is,  Mr. 
Schwedtman.  That  is  customary,  and  I  do  not  know  but  what  those 
two  letters  being  that  way,  that  would  explain  it. 

Senator  Reed.  1918,  1919  is  printed  in  the  record,  and  1920,  1921 
is  not  printed ;  but  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  real  difference  between 
them,  and  we  might  cut  out  1920,  1921.  However,  I  will  read  1918, 
1919,  and  it  can  be  followed.  This  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MtTiiHAi^L.  To  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

(Senator  Reed  here  read  in  full  1918, 1919.) 

Senator  'Smjsos.  Is  that  1920,  1921  you  have  just  read?  It  is 
exactly  identical  with  1918,  1919. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  1918,  1919. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  you  read  the  other. 

Senator  Reed.  My  secretary  informs  me  that  1920,  1921  is  prac- 
tically a  duplicate.  There  are  a  few  unimportant  words  changea,  but 
I  see  no  use  in  reproducing  it  in  the  print. 

Is  1922,  1923  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Robert 
Wuest? 

Mr.  MiJLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  1924  a  letter  from  Mr.  William  F.  Stone  to 
yourself? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part : 

Sometime  since  you  told  me  that  you  thought  it  would  be  possible  for  you 
to  get  for  us  material  assistaiice  in  this  city.  We  need  it,  and  need  it  badly, 
now — first  for  registration  and  then  for  general  campaign  requirements.  I 
wonid  greatly  appreciate  whatever  can  be  done  along  these  lines. 

No.  1925  is  addressed  "  My  Dear  Tom."  Is  that  a  letter  you  wrote 
to  somebody? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  at  the  bottom  it  is  marked  "  Mr.  T.  V.  Farrell." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir ;  it  is  more  personal  than  anything  else. 

Sbnator  Reed.  Is  No.  1926  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Fairchild? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  1927  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  J.  Sloat 
Fassett? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes.  sir. 
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Senator  Keed.  It  states : 

I  know  that  Elmira  is  a  large  manufacturing  district,  and  knowing  of  your 
splendid  service  at  the  conference  of  the  Members  of  the  House  last  spring 
and  the  standing  you  took  on  that  occasion,  our  organizations  are  extremely 
anxious  and  willing  to  help  you  In  any  way  they  possibly  can,  providing  they 
are  asked  to  do  so.  If  you  want  some  good  active  labor  workers  or  workers  of 
any  kind  In  your  section  of  New  York  this  fall,  if  you  will  let  me  know  we  will 
furnish  them  to  you  without  cost  Besides,  if  you  will  send  me  a  list  of  manu- 
facturers of  your  district  we  will  have  the  different  leaders  of  our  organiza- 
tions write  them  to  help  you  out  in  every  way  they  possibly  can. 

You  can  see  by  the  tone  of  this  letter  that  I  have  not  forgotten  my  old  chief. 

Mr.  MuIaHAll.  I  would  like  to  make  a  little  statement  there,  if  the 
committee  will  allow  me. 

Senator  Reed.  All  right 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  state  that  I  was  on  very  intimate  terms  wiUi 
Mr.  Fassett  since  the  campaign  of  1888.  He  was  secretary  of  the 
national  committee  that  year  when  Quay  was  chairman,  in  the  Har- 
rison  campaign.  I  have  always  felt  very  friendly  to  Mr.  Fassett, 
and  wished  to  help  Mr.  Fassett  in  every  way  I  possibly  could.  I 
want  to  state  that  Mr.  Fassett  did  not  ask  for  anj  aid  from  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  The  only  interest  he  took 
when  I  approached  him  was  on  account  of  his  old  acquaintance — I 
mean  here  m  the  House  he  has  helped  us  some  on  bills;  but  he  took 
an  interest  on  account  of  his  standing  in  the  Republican  organiza- 
tion. I  would  like  to  make  a  statement  as  to  every  Congressman  as 
we  go  along,  because  I  think  there  are  a  lot  of  men's  names  being 
brought  into  these  letters  where  the  explanation  should  be  made  as 
the  letters  are  read.    I  ask  that  privilege  from  the  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  That  will  be  all  right.  I  think  I  can  answer  for 
the  committee. 

Senator  WAiiSH.  Certainly.    Do  not  hesitate  at  any  time. 

Mi.  MulhaUj.  I  would  like  to  talk  about  that  Sherley  letter  that 
was  read  the  other  day — Swagar  Sherley. 

The  Chaibman.  You  may  now  make  any  statement  you  wish  in 
regard  to  Mr.  SheSrley. 

Mr.  MuiiHAUi.  All  I  know  about  Mr.  Sherley  is  the  letter  Mr. 
Emery  wrote  me  on  that  occasion,  and  Mr.  Emery's  statements  to 
myself.  I  want  to  state  that  1  never  reproached  Mr.  Sherley;  that 
I  always  thought  him  a  man  above  reproach,  and  I  never  spoke  to 
the  gentleman  m  mv  life ;  but  I  know  he  was  quoted  by  Mr.  Emery 
and  otJ^er  leadera  oi  the  National  Association  of  Manuiacturers,  and 
so  that  is  how  his  name  came  into  print,  as  Mr.  Emery  shows  in  that 
letter  on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  know  anything  against  Mr.  Sherley? 

i&.  MuiiHAiii^.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Emert.  Senator,  I  dislike  to  interrupt  the  orderly  course  of 
procedure,  but  I  would  like  to  offer  myself  now,  if  the  committee 
please,  to  be  sworn  and  make  a  statement  on  this  subject,  if  the  com- 
mittee cares  to  hear  it. 

S^iator  Reed.  We  wiU  get  to  that. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  come  to  that. 

Mr.  MtTiiHAij^  I  will  say  that  if  the  gentleman  can  bring  any  let- 
ters or  any  documents  to  disprove  what  I  am  saying  here  under  oath, 
I  am  perfectly  willing  that  he  shall  have  the  opportunity  to  present 
them  now. 
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The  Chaibi£An.  He  is  goins  to  do  justice  to  Mr.  Sherle^,  just  as 
you  have.  Therefore  we  will  hear  you  at  the  proper  time,  Mr. 
£niery. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  simply  speak  in  justice  to  Mr.  Sherley.  It  is  very 
unfortunate  that  a  man's  name  should  be  brought  in  without  any 
excuse  whatever.  I  should  be  verv  glad  to  have  the  committee  ex- 
amine me  on  that  subject  or  any  other  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  you  mean  to  say  that  you  exonerate 
Mr.  Sherlev  from  having  had  any  improper  connection  with  your 
association? 

Mr.  Emery.  I  am  talking  about  any  improper  connection  or  any 
ill^timate  connection  of  any  kind  or  character. 

&nator  Reed.  With  your  association  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  [Addressing  Mr.  Emerjr :]  I  may  have 
been  misunderstood.    I  meant  to  say  just  what  you  said! 

1928,  1929  is  what,  Mr.  Mulhall? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
sent  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1930  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtr 
man. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  the  following  part  of  No.  1930 : 

Your  letter  of  September  14  contains  good  news,  indeed.  If  you  keep  on  col- 
lecting at  the  rate  at  which  you  have  started  we  ought  to  have  much  standing 
In  Indiana. 

I  wish  Gov.  Hanley  would  get  the  worst  spanking  from  his  friends  that  he 
ever  has  had.  A  man  that  is  selfish  enough  to  sacrifice  his  friends  and  his 
party  for  the  sake  of  some  fanatical  temperance  ideas  is,  in  my  opinion,  worthy 
of  no  consideration  whatsoever.  I  am  very  sorry  that  we  have  booked  him  for 
an  address  in  St  Louis  during  our  lecture  course  this  winter.  The  less  I  know 
and  see  of  men  such  as  he  the  better  I  like  It.  However,  as  you  well  say.  all 
these  hardships  only  force  us  to  greater  and  greater  endeavors.  We  must  win, 
and  we  will  win. 

We  are  getting  along  nicely  here.  Have  several  hundred  dollars  added  to 
our  funds  for  the  two  congressional  districts,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  if  we 
could  only  have  more  men  that  can  be  trusted  to  go  around  with  the  right  kind 
of  a  letter  we  could  do  very  much  better  than  we  are  now  doing,  but  it  will  not 
do  to  send  out  letters  by  mail,  not  even  confidentially.  In  St.  Louis  we  are 
gathering  two-thirds  of  our  funds  for  the  congressional  districts  from  prominent 
Democratic  manufacturers  and  business  men.  That  certainly  shows  the  way 
business  men  feel. 

Senator  Reed.  Those  two  districts  were  the  eleventh-  and  twelfth, 
were  they? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  IIeeo.  You  were  helping  Coudrey  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  Bartholdt. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  1931,  1932  a  letter  from  H.  B.  Anthony? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  I  forget  it,  let  me  ask  if  I  am  correct  in 
my  recollection  that  Watson  was  beaten  that  fall  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir :  he  was  beaten  by  a  narrow  margin. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  oeaten  by  Marshall,  was  he  not? 

Mr,  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Neuson.  For  governor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Nelson.  That  is  my  recollection. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  do  not  see  anything  in  1931,  1982  that  should  be 
read. 

No.  1933  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  submitted  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  from  Mr.  Kirby,  swearing  undying  allegiance 
to  Foraker. 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  I  should  like  to  have  that  letter  read. 

Senator  Keed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

(1333.) 

Dayton.  Ohio,  i^eptemhvr  15,  J908. 
F.  C.  Schwedtman, 

Secretary  to  the  Prenident  of  N.  A.  of  Mfrs., 

Chemical  BuiMinff,  St,  Louis,  Mo, 

My  Deab  Mb.  Schwedtman  :  I  am  Just  In  receipt  of  your  favor  of  the  14th 
Instant,  in  which  you  quote  from  an  interview  between  Col.  Mulhall  and 
Senator  Foraker. 

Now,  with  reference  to  this  matter  let  me  say  that  any  statement  made  by 
anybody  to  Senator  Foraker  or  anybody  else  to  the  effect  that  I  have  j^lven  out 
8  statement  against  the  Senator,  or  that  I  am  doing  all  that  I  possibly  can,  or 
that  I  have  ever  interviewed  our  State  senator  or  either  of  our  reptesentatlvea, 
or  anybody  else  for  the  puri)ose  of  influencing  them  against  the  interests  of 
Senator  Foraker,  or  for  that  matter  to  in  any  manner  Influence  them  or  either 
of  them  either  for  or  against  the  Interests  of  any  public  official  or  candidate,  is 
absolutely  and  unqnallfledly  false  and  without  foundation. 

Now,  on  the  other  hand,  I  am  oi)enly  accused  of  being  a  Forakerite,  and  I  do 
not  deny  that  I  am,  and  you  know  me  well  enough  to  know  that  any  man  with 
the  courage  of  his  convictions  as  displayed  by  Senator  Foraker  in  the 
Senate  of  the  United  States  and  elsewhere  against  the  rabble  and  clamor  of  a 
ravoious  public  when  he  knows  that  he  is  right  is  bound  to  not  only  command 
my  respect  but  my  admiration  as  well. 

So  far  as  I  am  personally  concerned.  Senator  Foraker*s  nomination  at  Clii* 
cago  would  have  pleased  me  quite  as  well  as  that  of  Mr.  Taft*8. 

I  do  not  think  that  I  need  read  the  rest  of  it. 
Mr.  MuLHAUL..  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  gives  the  temper  of  it,  whatever  the  value  of 
it  may  be. 

1934, 1935  is  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuuiALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  thai  that  should  be  read  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  following: 

« 

There  is  one  thing  I  thoroughly  understand,  and  that  is  the  paragrai^  of 
your  letter  wherein  you  state  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufiicturers 
has  got  no  money  to  help  their  iM)]itic9i]  friends,  and  that  the  money  will  have 
to  be  raised  in  the  different  districts  by  the  manufacturers  themselves  If  any 
aid  is  to  be  given  to  these  men,  and  that  is  the  only  way  our  association  can 
aid  them.  I  can  take  from  this  part  of  your  letter  and  the  general  tone  all 
through  it  that  there  will  have  to  be  a  large  reduction  of  exi)enses  so  that  we 
will  not  strike  the  bottom  of  the  drawer,  as  you  say. 

Now  the  only  meaning  that  I  can  get  out  of  your  letter  in  general  is  that  my 
expense  accounts  are  too  high,  and  if  tliat  is  the  case.  I  want  to  say  to  you 
very  plainly,  and  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  also,  that  it  is  an  utter  impossibility  for 
me  to  do  the  work  I  am  doing  and  make  any  showing  ut  all  on  the  amount 
that  I  am  receiving  for  ex[)enses  at  the  present  time  in  a  campaign  of  this  kind. 
I  have  worked  night  and  day  and  used  the  greatest  of  diplomacy  with  poli- 
ticians all  over  this  country  to  have  the  work  done  at  an  extremely  low  figure, 
and.  In  my  mind  at  least,  I  know  that  It  has  t>eeu  done  that  way. 
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Senator  Beed.  I  will  read  this  part: 

Now,  I  want  to  make  it  plain  to  you  and  to  President  Van  Cleave  that,  com- 
mencing with  the  Ist  of  October,  it  will  be  utterly  Impossible  to  get  results  in 
many  districts  throughout  the  country  on  the  amount  of  funds  that  I  have 
been  expending,  and  there  will  have  to  be  men  placed  to  work  in  at  least 
six  districts  in  the  East  in  the  very  near  future  if  we  are  going  to  make  any 
showing  at  all  in  those  districts.  I  have  been  continually  trying  to  impress 
this  fact  upon  you  people,  and  each  and  every  letter  that  I  have  been  receiving 
for  the  past  six  months  has  informed  me  that  the  funds  of  the  organization 
are  at  rock  bottom,  and  that  you  do  not  see  your  way  clear  to  raise  any  more. 
If  that  la  the  case  I  see  nothing  but  defeat  in  all  the  districts  that  we  are 
planning  in,  and  it  looks  to  me  as  if  you  might  be  able,  as  yon  say  in  youjet 
letter,  to  raise  funds  in  those  different  districts  and  turn  them  over  to  the 
politicians  of  the  different  districts,  and  cut  out  the  work  I  am  doing,  which  will 
save  you  conslderal>le  exi)ense.  If  this  Is  the  meaning  of  your  letter  it  will  meet 
with  my  hearty  approi'al,  for  I  ht^ve  got  down  to  where  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  do  an3'  better,  and  where  in  the  very  near  future  I  will  have  to  have  aid  from 
the  leaders  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  oi^  else  get  off 
the  Job. 

I  see  but  very  little  unity  of  action  In  a  political  sense,  among  the  leaders 
of  our  organization,  for  in  my  last  interview  with  Senator  Foraker,  Mr.  Sher- 
man, Speaker  Cannon,  and  others,  these  gentlemen  all  think  we  are  playing 
very  bad  politics,  and  I  am  emphatic  in  stating  to  you  the  same  thing.  If 
there  is  not  unity  of  action,  it  Is  impossible  to  do  good  work,  and  from  tbe 
way  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  are  talking  about  our  association  all 
over  the  Nation  we  are  doing  more  harm  with  our  tariff  issue  and  the  other 
issues  of  that  kind  than  what  200  Mulhalls  could  do  good  if  they  were  in  the 
field  working  the  other  way. 

I  have  frequently  impressed  upon  you  the  fact  that  the  work  I  am  doing  has 
not  cost  one-third  as  much  as  for  the  first  four  years  that  I  was  In  this  employ, 
according  to  the  Cushing  figures,  so  I  can  not  see  how  you  can  expect  me  to 
do  much  better. 

I  have  sought  for  the  last  year  by  good,  square,  honest  work  to  gain  the 
frioidship  of  the  leaders  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  if 
the  financial  condition  is  Just  as  you  say  it  Is  and  better  aid  can  not  be  given.  I 
see  nothing  but  defeat,  as  I  stated  before  in  this  letter,  and  that  being  the  case, 
I  can  not  see  how  it  is  possible  to  ask  me  to  assume  the  responsibility  of  getting 
results  under  these  conditions. 

No.  1936  is  what? 

Mr.  MiJLHALL  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  first  part  of  that  should  be  read. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it : 

(1936.) 

iNDiAZTAPOLis,  Ind.,  September  15,  1908, 

My  Deab  FiiXDiNAND:  For  the  past  24  hours  we  have  met  with  considerable 
success.  We  had  one  of  the  most  enthusiastic  meetings  of  the  shop  men  at 
oor  rooms  last  night  that  I  have  ever  se«i.  The  rooms  were  packed  with  a 
splendid  class  of  intelligent  men,  among  them  many  members  of  the  unions  of 
the  city.  One  man  who  claims  he  is  a  member  of  the  union  for  many  years 
made  a  speech  eulogizing  Mr.  Parry,  which  met  with  the  hearty  approval  and 
applaud  of  those  present. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  letter,  No.  1937,  seems  to  be  a  duplicate 
of  No.  1933. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1937  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  1933,  and  should  be 
stricken  out. 

(At  1  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  took  a  recess  until  8  o'clock 
p.  m.) 
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AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at  3 
o'clock  p.  m. 

TESTIHOHT  OF  XABTIN  MICHAEL  KULHALL—Continned. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  1938  a  letter  which  you  got  from  Mr.  Louden- 
slager  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  No.  1939? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
that  I  submitted  this  morning,  a  letter  to  Mr.  Burrows. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  you  say  Burrows  was  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  gentleman  seeking  congressional  honors  of  the 
sixth  congressional  district  of  New  Jersey. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  paragraph  in  this  letter : 

In  1904,  at  the  request  of  a  number  of  business  men  of  that  district.  I  gave 
some  aid  to  the  county  chairman,  Mr.  ConkUn,  and  he  states  that  this  aid  In  a 
yery  large  measure  helped  to  defeat  Mr.  Hughes  that  year. 

Mr.  Burrows,  who  received  this  letter,  was  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  a  business  man  of  Passaic,  N.  J.,  and  was 
seeking  the  nomination  for  Congress  in  that  district. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  help  he  had  given  was  back  in  1904? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1940  is  a  duplicate  of  1939  and  is  not  intro- 
duced. 

No.  1941  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to 
Mr.  Vivian  Lewis  on  September  16,  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant. 

No.  1942  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Robert  Wuest,  a  commissioner  of  the  Metal  Trades  Association,  to 
myself. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1948  is  what? 

Mr.  MuT.HALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

In  relation  to  the  collection  of  funds  in  this  State,  I  feel  that  we  can  get 
from  twenty  to  twenty-flve  thousand  dollars,  and  the  reason  I  wanted  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  to  handle  those  funds  was  that  he  would  be  the  best  Jud^  of  how  they 
should  be  disbursed  in  the  present  campaign. 

1944, 1945  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Frederick  Sims? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  you  wrote? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination  of  letter).  Yes,  sir.    The  Sims 

letters  all  pertain  to 

Senator  Keed.  I  read  from  this  letter  as  follows: 

Up  to  date  about  80  prominent  manufacturers  have  combined  tog:ether  for  the 
purpose  of  organization  against  the  National  and  State  Democratic  ticket,  and 
in  addition  to  the  business  men,  the  working  people  of  the  shops  and  factories 
of  this  and  other  counties  have  started  to  organize  in  these  shops  and  factories 
for  the  puri>o8e  of  convincing  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  that  their 
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Tote  can  not  be  swayed  by  one  man  or' any  nine  men  comprising  an  executive 
board  of  any  organization  from  one  party  to  tbe  other. 

What  does  that  language  mean — "  any  nine  men  comprising  an 
executive  board  of  any  organization  from  one  party  to  the  other''? 
What  does  that  phrase  mean  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  means  that  Mr.  Gompers  or  the  executive 
board  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  could  not  sway  the  vote. 

Senator  Heed.  Do  we  care  to  have  the  rest  of  this  read  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (continuing).  That  is,  in  my  opinion  they  could  not 
sway  that  vote. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  1946  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Vorys,  from  Cin- 
cinnati. 

Senator  Eked.  I  call  attention  to  this  sentence : 

We  hare  been  requested  by  tbe  Indiana  delegation  to  help  them  out,  and  It 
seems  they  are  in  favor  of  having  the  business  men  of  this  city  give  them  all  the 
aid  that  it  is  possible  to  give,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the  leaders  of 
the  155  organizations  we  are  representing  in  this  State  will  not  force  this  upon 
your  committee  or  upon  the  national  committee  until  they  are  especially  re- 
quested to  do  in  the  States  that  I  mention  as  we  have  been  in  Indiana. 

What  were  the  155  organizations  referred  to  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  that  is  the  number  of  business  men's  organ- 
izations throughout  the  State. 

Senator  Reed.  1947, 1948  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  1940. 

No.  1949  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  No.  1941. 

Is  1950-1952  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  very  important,  one  way 
or  another,  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  about  this  sentence,  which  you  will 
find  in  the  letter  1950-1952: 

I  have  been  working  a  little  in  this  locality  myself*  through  Mr.  StiUman,  with 
two  or  three  gentlemen  who  are  very  influential  in  the  councils  of  the  M.  T.  A., 
and  I  feel  sanguine  that  our  combined  efforts  will  result  in  good  to  the  N.  A.  M. 

What  is  the  M.  T.  A.,  if  you  know  ? 

Mr.  MuLJiALL.  I  think  it  is  the  Metal  Trades  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  N.  A.  M.  is  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  Mui/HAix.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1953  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  A  letter  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Fred  A.  Sims,  secretary 
of  state  of  Indiana. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  importance  in 
that. 

1954-1957  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  call  attention  to  this  part  of  the  letter : 

I  think  aside  from  the  financial  situation  you  should  talk  more  plainly  to 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  about  the  other  matter  that  I  quote  from  your  letter,  as 
follows:  "I  see  but  very  little  imlty  of  action  in  a  political  sense  among  the 
leaders  of  our  organization,  for  in  my  last  interview  with  Senator  Foraker, 
Mr.  Sherman,  Speaker  Cannon,  and  others  these  gentlemen  nil  think  we  are 
playing  very  bad  politics,  and  I  am  emphatic  in  stating  to  you  the  same  thing. 
If  there  is  not  unity  of  action  it  is  impossible  to  do  good  work,  and  from  the 
way  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  are  talking  about  our  association  all 
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over  the  Nation  we  are  doing  more  barm  with  our  tariff  iwue  and  the  other 
issues  of  that  kind  than  what  200  Mulhalls  could  do  good  if  they  were  In  the 
field  working  the  other  way."  I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  want  a  pretty  plain 
talk  with  you  about  this  matter.  Of  course,  he  has  appreciated  right  along, 
and  so  have  we  all,  that  the  gentlemen  above  named  are  all  opposed  to  Mr. 
Miles*s  tariff  agitation;  at  least  this  I  have  taken  from  your  various  state- 
ments but  what  do  you  mean  by  **  other  issues  of  that  kind  **  ?  Is  there  any- 
thing outside  of  the  tariff?  If  so,  what  is  It?  You  also  say,  **  The  leader  of  the 
Bepublican  Party  all  over  the  Nation."  What  others  are  there  outside  of  the 
three  mentioned — President  Roosevelt,  of  course,  and  who  else? 

Mr.  MuLHALX..  Are  you  putting  that  question  to  me  now  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  that  is  a  part  of  the  letter. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Thank  you.  * 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1958  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Anthony, 
Detroit,  Mich. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

No.  1959  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  1958. 

No.  1960  is  apparently  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  Joseph  B. 
Foraker.    Is  that  a  letter  you  wrote  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  vou  1961,  1962,  and  ask  you  what 
that  is? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Farrell,  of  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  Mr.  Farrell  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Farrell  is  a  gentleman  who  ran  a  detective 
agency  in  New  York  city. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  second  paragraph,  as  follows : 

CJonfirming  my  stateni^it  to  you  a  few  days  ago,  I  went  as  a  delegate  to  the 
convention  held  at  Saratoga.  There  was  absolutely  no  discipline  or  managing 
directora  Every  delegate  proclaiming  against  Hughes,  except  officeholders; 
these  were  held  in  line  with  or  by  the  well-known  "  Big  Stick." 

The  Hughes  referred  to  there  is  Hughes  of  New  York,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  see  this  letter  is  addressed  to  "  Dear  William." 
Who  is  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAiz..  The  letter  was  from  Mr.  Farrell,  a  gentleman  in 
Pittsburgh,  and  he  always  addressed  me  in  that  way,  "  Dear 
WiUiam.^' 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Farrell  addressed  you  as  "William"? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  I  always  corrected  him,  or  corrected  him 
on  several  occasions,  but  it  was  a  pet  name  of  his  and  he  always 
called  me  that. 

Senator  Seed.  No.  1963  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Robert  Wuest,  of 
the  National  Metal  Trades'  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  1964, 1965  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  M1TL.HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  sort  of  a  love  letter,  apparently.  I  read 
this  sentence : 

I  feel  highly  honored  at  the  title  of  "  brother  "  and  the  friendship  you  abow 
in  your  letter,  and  I  am  ashamed  of  myself  for  my  letter  of  the  14th,  and  do 
hope  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  not  see  it. 

1966, 1967  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  1964, 1966. 

Is  No.  1968  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
.  Senator  Keed.  No.  1968  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Watson.    It  has  some- 
thing in  part  of  it  about  singing,  and  contains  this  statement : 

Our  finance  committee  has  got  to  going  in  pretty  fair  shape,  and  although  we 
have  not  made  such  great  success  up  to  date,  the  visiting  we  have  done  has 
accomplished  a  double  purpose.  We  have  brought  into  line  some  soreheads; 
gome  of  them  giving  up  their  money  to  us,  and  the  others  that  we  have  not 
completely  won  over,  we  have  set  them  guessing  and  thinking.  In  three  days 
we  have  collected  about  (2,400,  and  I  expect  we  will  have  a  great  deal  better 
luck  next  week.  Certainly,  we  have  only  given  two  hours  a  day  to  this  work, 
for  it  is  a  hard  job  to  get  such  men  as  Parry,  Hauch,  and  Foster  away  from 
their  business  for  a  longer  period  each  day. 

I  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  can  grant  me  an  interview  in  the  near 
future,  and  if  you  are  going  to  be  in  Rushville  on  Sunday,  if  you  will  either 
phone  or  telegraph  me,  I  shall  come  down. 

No.  1969  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  1968. 
No.  1970  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  John  Kirby,  jr. 
Senator  Nbcson.  It  relates  to  Senator  Foraker. 
Senator  Reed  No.  1971  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  1970. 
No.  1972  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  that  I  received  from  Mr.  E.  B.  Thomas, 
Mr.  Watson's  secretary. 
Senator  Reed.  This  letter  states : 

I  saw  Mr.  Sims  and  talked  to  him  about  the  special  day  that  you  are  arrang- 
ing for  and  he  thinks  it  would  be  better  to  wait  until  the  work  of  the  special 
wflsion  of  the  legislature  is  at  least  mapped  out. 

What  was  that  fecial  day  that  you  were  arranging  for? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  they  would*  name  a  day  for  the  shops  to  close 
down  and  have  a  street  parade. 

Senator  Reed.  1973,  1974  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  portions  of  it : 

Referring  to  the  funds  passing  through  Mr.  Van  Gleave*s  hands,  let  me  say 
that  he  (Mr.  Van  Cleave)  repeatedly  stated  that  this  matter  should  be  handled 
the  way  Mr.  Parry,  Mr.  Hancb.  Mr.  Foster,  and  yourself  think  best.  He  is  per- 
fectly willing  to  do  anything  that  seems,  in  the  judgment  of  your  committee, 
beneficial  to  the  interests  of  our  Indiana  candidate  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
National  Aaaociatlon  of  Manufacturers 

Outside  of  the  State  of  New  York  and  the  State  of  Wisconsin  there  are  very 
few  States  that  have  any  restrictions  as  to  corporations  making  campaign  con- 
tributions. The  objection  is  based  on  the  fact  that  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  is  incorporated  in  the  State  of  New  York  and  therefore  a  New 
York  corporation.  Our  attorneys  hold,  after  the  most  careful  investigation, 
that  every  effort  that  would  be  made  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  president  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  individually  would  be  a  violation  of 
the  New  York  State  laws  and  contrary  to  our  charter.  It  would  not  only  make 
us  liable  to  having  our  charter  revoked,  but  it  would  place  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  or 
anybody  else  who  is  in  the  association's  employ  liable  to  criminal  prosecution. 

I  think  that  throws  light  on  some  other  matters.  So,  evidently 
because  of  the  fear  of  that  law,  this  policy  had  been  adopted  of  not 
having  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  contribute  di- 
rectly? 

Mr.  Mui^HAUi.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  where  this  National  Council  for  In- 
dustrial Defense  was  incorporated,  if  at  aU?  I  believe  you  said  it 
was  not  incorporated  at  all. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  I  stated  the  other  day,  it  was  not  incorporated. 
It  was  not  even  organized. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  that  the  concern  that  was  devised  whereby 
the  money  could  be  collected  and  distributed,  and  for  the  purpose  of 
collecting  and  distributing,  and  so  as  not  to  be  liable  under  the  New 
York  statute?     Was  not  that  the  purpose  of  the  organization? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  the  purpose  of  the  organization,  but  I  was 
not  at  any  conference.  In  fact,  I  was  not  allowed  at  any  conferences 
where  they  selected  their  officers,  as  they  call  them,  and  completed 
their  organization. 

Mr.  McCarter.  How  do  you  know  the  purpose,  then? 

The  Chairman.  Who  asked  that  question? 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  did. 

The  Chairman.  You  are  not  to  ask  any  questions,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Then  I  should  like  to  have  the  chairman  ask  him 
how  he  knows  the  purpose  of  this  organization,  if  he  was  not  there 
at  the  organization  of  it? 

Senator  Walsh.  You  may  answer  that  question,  Mr.  Mulhall.  I 
will  put  it  to  you  now. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  From  a  general  conversation  with  the  general  man- 
ager and  with  the  other  officers  of  the  organization;  but  I  want  to 
say  that  I  refuse  to  answer  any  questions  of  that  gentleman  any  fur- 
ther until  I  am  before  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  committee  do  not  want  you  to. 

The  Chairman.  If  you  desire  anything 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  to  the  committee  that  I  protest 
against  the  tactics  that  are  used  at  that  table  over  there.  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  should  like  to  appeal  to  the  committee- 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  protect  you  if  you  will  just 
keep  quiet  and  answer  these  questions.  They  have  been  protecting 
you. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  a  sense,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  only  want  a  fair 
hearing,  but  they  have  taken  turns  at  that  table  there  to  have  some 
prominent  member  of  their  organization  to  sit  there  and  stare  steadily 
at  the  witness.  I  think  it  is  a  contemptible  trick.  They  have  started 
it  ever  since  this  investigation  started. 

The  Chairman.  What  organization? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Why,  this  National  Manufacturers'  Association. 
They  have  got  their  ex-president  there  now.  He  has  just  picked  up 
a  letter  at  the  present  time.    He  relieved  Mr.  Emery. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on  and  answer  the  question. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  give  that  gentleman  a  chance  to  cross- 
examine  me  in  the  courts  or  any  place  else,  because  if  this  com- 
mittee  

The  Chairman.  Now,  now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  just  be  quiet;  and  let  me 
tell  you  that  you  need  not  look  over  there.  Look  at  me.  You  need 
not  pay  any  attention  to  that  table  at  all. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  hard  matter,  Mr.  Chairman,  not  to  do  so. 
I  am  Irish,  and  I  am  a  little  hot-spirited,  maybe. 

The  Chairman.  Do  not  show  vour  Irish  blood  here,  if  vou  can 
help  it. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  1975  is  what  ?  Is  that  a  letter  you  got  from  Mr. 
Foraker? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  of  no  consequence. 

Senator  Eeed.  No.  1976  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  telling  the  truth,  Senator.    It  is  an  outrage. 

Senator  Beed  (after  examination).  No.  1976  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  George  S.  Boudinot.  I  am  here  to 
answer  questions.  I  have  never  seen  a  witness  intimidated  as  it  has 
been  done  here^  and  if  this  committee  will  investigate  they  will  iSnd 
that  there  is  not  a  witness  who  will  stand  for  decency  that  has  not 
been  intimidated  since  they  have  been  over  to  Washington  here,  on 
ihe  outside  as  well  as  the  inside. 

Senator  Keed.  The  committee  will  get  at  all  these  things  in  their 
own  good  time  as  far  as  we  can.  You  say  this  No.  1976  is  a  letter 
written  to  you  by  Mr.  Boudinot,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  names  of  the  officers  of  this  association  are 
shown  on  the  letterheads  here,  from  year  to  year. 

^Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Beed.  I  think  not.    No.  1977  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  Mr.  George  W.  Fairchild,  a  Member 
of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  congratulatory  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  it  is  material  to  this  record. 

Senator  Reed.  Nothing  except  this  one  expression : 

I  wish  the  party  had  10,000  men  Just  like  you. 

This  letter  refers  to  New  York  politics. 

No.  1978  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1979  is  what,  Colonel? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Robert  Wuest,  commissioner  of 
the  metal  trades,  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  Glancing  at  it,  I  see  nothing  important  in  it.  If 
I  pass  these  over  too  rapidly,  I  hope  the  members  of  the  committee 
will  call  my  attention  to  it.    No.  1980  is  what! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copv  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Foraker. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1981  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Part  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  from  Indian- 
apolis. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1982  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  secretary 
of  the  Nati(Mial  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  this  one  paragraph  in  1981  that  I  will  read : 

I  am  very  sorry  to  report  that  the  Bitiiatlon  here  in  Indinna  at  the  present 
time  is  almost  desperate. 

No.  1982  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  letter  you  say : 

I  am  sorry  to  report  the  situation  out  here  in  Indiana  Is  very  had,  and  If 
there  was  an  election  here  to-day  we  would  be  defeated  by  at  least  dOXIQO 
votes.    This  is  the  opinion  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party. 
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You  seem  to  have  been  a  pretty  fair  prophet,  anyway,  on  politics. 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  never  missed  it.  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  now  handing  you  1983,  1984.    That  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  last  paragraph  ought  to  be  read. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it.    It  is  as  follows : 

You  will  ])len8e  And  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  list  of  some  of  the  mauufac- 
tarers  that  are  in  that  district,  who  I  fee!  certain  will  aid  us  to  beat  Hughed 
this  fall.  I  would  request  that  as  soon  as  the  nomination  is  made,  that  you 
send  out  those  circulars  that  Littlefield  sent  us  from  Washington  to  as  many 
manufacturers  as  it  is  possible  to  get  them  to.  We  will  have  to  solicit  aid  and 
funds  there  this  fall  to  help  in  the  campaign,  so  we  should  do  all  the  work  bi 
advance  along  those  lines  to  build  up  some  kind  of  an  organization  in  thai 
district  as  soon  as  we  possibly  can. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1985  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  George  W.  Fair- 
child,  of  the  twenty-sixth  New  York  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  this  one  expression  here  that  is  pleasing 
to  me: 

The  biggest  part  of  the  leaders  here  are  all  at  sea  and  the  Democrats  for  the 
first  time  in  20  years  have  got  the  Republican  Party  "  up  a  tree." 

That  happens  so  seldom,  Senator,  that  I  wanted  to  read  it. 

Is  1986,  1987  a  copy  of  a  financial  statement  that  you  sent  to  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  does  it  correctly  set  forth  the  items  of  expense 
and  receipts,  as  far  as  it  purports  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  1988  and  1989  are  duplicates  of  1986  and  1987. 

What  is  1990? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Farrell,  of  New 
York. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  material  in  that,  is  there? 

Senator  Reed.  No.    What  is  No.  1991  ? 

Mr.  MtTLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Hon.  Henry  C.  Louden- 
slager,  secretary  of  the  national  congressional  committee. 

Senator  Ressd.  No.  1992  is  whatt 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  this,  because 
it  may  come  up  afterwards: 

My  Deab  Mabtin  :  The  chances  are  that  our  executive  board  meeting  wUl  be 
postponed  from  the  25th  to  September  30.  Unless  j'ou  hear  from  me  by  wire 
you  can  dei>end  upon  this  latter  date,  consequently  do  not  attempt  to  catch  us 
on  the  train  on  Wednesday  morning. 

Is  1993-1994  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  first  paragraph  of  this : 

(1993,  1994.) 

Indian Apous,  September  21,  1908. 

My  Deab  Ferdinand:  Yours  of  September  17  and  18  has  Just  this  moment 
been  received.  I  was  called  to  leave  this  city  last  Thursday  night  at  11.16 
p.  m.     I  received  a  telegram  and  a  letter  from  Mrs.  MulhaU,  which  you  will 
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find  inclosed  with  thiB  letter  to  yon.  I  understood  her  letter  to  me  much  better 
than  riie  did.  for  I  had  forced  the  members  of  our  organl2satlou  in  Baltimore  to 
rapport  Congressman  John  Gill  of  the  fourth  Maryland  district.  Mr.  Gill  has 
been  our  friend  in  everything  and  at  all  times  for  the  past  four  years.  He, 
along  with  Congressman  Sherley,  of  Kentucky,  had  the  nerve  to  fight  openly 
against  the  Injunction  bills  upon  the  floor  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  when 
it  opened.  I  have  never  gone  to  Mr.  Gill  that  he  has  turned  me  down  or  given 
me  the  cold  shoulder.  So  for  that  reason  I  asked  the  leaders  of  our  organiza- 
tion In  Baltimore  to  support  him  for  both  nomination  and  election  this  fall.  He 
lias  won  out  for  Uie  nomination  by  a  big  majority,  but  there  are  a  lot  of  kickers 
in  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of  Baltimore  who  would  not  support 
him  because  he  was  a  Democrat;  so  I  knew  It  was  absolutely  necessary  for  me 
to  do  as  the  active  members  of  our  organization  wanted  me  to  do — to  come  and 
attend  a  meeting  that  was  held  on  Saturday  night. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Gill  was  a  Democrat,  was  he  ? 

Mr.  MtiLHALL.  Yes.  I  want  to  sav  in  favor  of  Mr.  Gill  that  he 
never  asked  for  any  help  or  sought  for  any  help.  As  I  said  at  the 
session  this  morning,  any  measure  that  he  supported  he  supported  it 
on  its  merits,  and  I  supported  him  in  Baltimore  without  any  solicita- 
tion from  Mr.  Gill. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Gill  apparently  believed  as  you  did;  and  his 
views  coinciding  with  yours,  you  were  glad  to  keep  him  in  office  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALx..  Yes;  nothing  else. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  point  I  want  to  make  is  that  you  turned 
Hgainst  the  Republican  organization  over  there. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  glad  to  see  Mr.  Gill  returned.  I  thought  he 
was  a  splendid  man — ^never  was  approaclied  in  any  crooked  way  at 
all.    I  supported  him  along  the  same  lines. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  what  this  means? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  that  is  what  it  meansi 

Senator  Reed.  Xo.  1995  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Wuest, 
commissioner  of  the  National  Metal  Trades^. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1996  is  what? 

Mr-  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  T  sent  to  Mr.  Thomas, 
Mr.  Watson's  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1997  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  U>  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter : 

Mr.  Ranch  tells  me  that  he  gave  Mr.  Watson  Saturday  $1,000  to  relieve  the 
situation  there,  and  on  next  Saturday  afternoon  I  feel  that  we  will  he  able 
to  do  better. 

Was  that  money  you  had  been  out  helping  to  raise  with  these 
people? 

Mr.  MuLHi^LiL.  Yes.  Mr.  Hanch  and  I  consulted  about  carrying 
the  money  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Hanch  that  he 
carry  it,  and  he  did. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1998  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  from  John  Kirby,  jr.,  of  Dayton. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  1999  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Emery.  Is  that  a  copy 
of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  the  second  paragraph  of 
this  letter : 

We  are  looking  every  way  we  jiossibly  can  look  to- do  things  just  now,  for 
the  situation  in  this  State  is  simply  desperate,  and  even  the  old  leaders  out  here 
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can  not  see  a  rift  in  the  clouda  I  feel  tliat  you  have  kept  pOHted  on  the  situa* 
tion  in  this  State,  hut  unless  you  are  on  the  ground  and  in  touch  with  the 
leaders  in  this  fight,  it  would  he  a  hard  Job  for  you  to  know  what  we  are  up 
against  at  the  present  time. 

Then  it  refers  to  the  governor  calling  the  session.  Also  I  will  read 
this : 

We  have  organized  a  finance  conimittee  consisting  of  Mr.  D.  M.  Parry, 
Mr.  C.  C.  Hanch,  and  Mr.  O.  0.  Foster,  and  myself,  and  we  have  been  out  every 
day  last  week  and  up  to  the  present  time  all  we  could  raise  was  a  little  less 
than  13,000. 

2000,  2001  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Dr.  Crockett,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2002  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Donohue,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  ought  not  to  dismiss  our  friend  Harri- 
man  in  so  unceremonious  a  way.    I  desire  to  read  this : 

(2002.) 

Indianapolis,  I  no.,  Seitternber  22,  1908. 
Hon.  James  Donahue, 

State  Fish  CommisHonery  Rockland,  Knox  County,  Me, 

My  Deab  Mb.  Donahue  :  I  have  had  several  letters  from  Dr.  Crockett  lately, 
and  have  noted  by  reports  of  the  Associated  Press  how  Knox  County  and  the 
city  of  Rockland  went  at  the  late  election.  I  am  told  by  Dr.  Crockett  and  others 
that  Harriman  turned  traitor  and  did  everything  he  possibly  could  to  defeat  the 
Republican  ticket.  If  this  is  correct  I  wish  you  would  inform  me  at  once,  for 
you  remember  that  our  agreement  was  if  he  would  be  faithful  to  his  party  and 
friends  for  a  year  I  would  give  him  a  receipt  In  full  for  the  property  I  left  In 
his  charge. 

I  am  informed  by  Dr.  Crockett  that  he  has  sold  the  horse  and  wagons  and 
stuff  that  I  loaned  him.  You  know  he  pledged  both  you  and  I  that  If  he  could 
not  miike  a  living  out  of  this  property  he  would  turn  it  over  to  you,  so  you  might 
dispose  of  it  in  my  behalf  and  return  the  funds  to  the  source  from  which  it 
came ;  but  if  Harriman  has  done  as  I  am  told,  he  has  broken  all  his  pledges,  for 
he  has  no  receipt  to  sell  the  horse,  wagons,  and  everything  else,  and  I  cer- 
tainly will  insist  that  the  property  be  turned  over  to  you. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  is  the  legacy  question  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  sort  of  tenancy  at  will. 

2003,  200^  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  : 

I  want  Mr.  Emery  to  get  In  touch  with  Mr.  Stone,  but  I  do  not  wish  him  to 
Impart  too  much  information  to  Collector  Stone,  for  Stone  was  a  great  friend  of 
ex>Senntor  McComas,  and  although  he  has  been  friendly  lately  we  have  never 
trusted  him  too  far.  Certainly  Stone  will  be  against  Congressman  John  GUI  of 
the  fourth  district.  Gill  is  a  Democrat,  and  that  is  not  cutting  very  much  ice 
with  our  people  at  the  present  time.  He  was  always  one  of  the  best  fri^ids  we 
had  in  Congress,  and  to  help  Gill  was  the  principal  reason  I  went  to  Baltimore 
last  week. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  paragraph  just  above  that  is  significant, 
and  I  will  read  it: 

I  have  written  two  long  letters  to  Mr.  Emery  to-day,  feeling  he  can  be  of 
some  service  to  our  friends  in  Baltimore.  Collector  Stone,  of  the  port,  has  writ- 
ten me  asking  me  to  help  out  in  the  city  districts  with  funds.    I  wrote  to  Mr. 
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Emery  to-day,  asking  him  to  keep  In  touch  with  some  of  the  leaders  of  the 
organization  in  Baltimore.  I  feel  Mr.  Emery  can  help  us,  and  If  he  will  get  to 
work  there  are  a  number  of  his  organizations  in  Baltimore,  the  Citizens  Indus- 
trial Trust  Co.  and  other  organizations  that  he  stands  in  with,  which  could  4o 
this  work  if  they  were  started  in  the  right  direction. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Stone  was  against  Gill? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. . 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  were  for  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was,  sir,  in  a  way. 

Senator  Reed.  2005  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  codjt  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Mudd. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it : 

Of  course  our  people  also  think  you  will  have  an  easy  time  In  your  district 
with  Smith  again,  but  we  are  anxious  to  take  no  chances  and  are  doing  all  we 
can  to  get  a  Republican  Congress,  so  that  is  our  main  object  in  keeping  in  touch 
with  you ;  for,  as  you  know  well,  our  organization  is  asking  no  favors,  for  our 
policy  has  always  been  to  seek  legislation  that  is  beneficial  to  the  country  at 
large,  but  we  are  always  fighting  class  legislation. 

No.  2006  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Ilar- 
riman. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2007,  2008  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that : 

I  suppose  you  are  aware  by  this  time  that  Uncle  Joe  Cannon  will  be  here 
to-morrow.  We  are  turning  out  to-morrow  night  on  parade,  as  a  result  of 
this  organization,  a  marching  club  of  350  members  and  a  drum  corps  of  Sd 
members  from  the  Nordyke  &  Marmon  shops,  with  Gen.  Hanch  as  commander 
in  chief.  A  week  from  to-day  it  will  b)&  an  easy  matter  for  us  to  turn  out 
2,000  men  in  parade. 

Of  course  I  appreciate  what  you  say  about  the  strenuous  times  you  are 
having  In  "little  old  St.  Louis."  These  two  districts  in  your  home  village 
must  be  a  very  serious  Job,  but  still  I  hope  that  you  can  spare  the  time,  as  I 
stated  in  the  fore  part  of  this  letter,  to  remember  your  Hoosier  friends  when 
the  occasion  arises. 

No.  2009  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  John 
Kirby,  jr. 
Senator  Reed.  Did  he  have  any  connection  with  this  organization? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  elected  president  in  May,  1909. 
Senator  Nei^on.  That  second  paragraph,  I  think,  is  significant. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that: 

I  have  still  got  faith  in  Ohio's  great  Senator — 

Was  that  Senator  Fofaker  to  w^hom  you  were  referring? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  continue  to  read : 

and  think  he  will  come  out  all  right  in  this  fight,  and  it  is  more  than  pleasing 
to  me  to  know  that  you  feel  the  same  way.  I  am  a  little  surprised  that  the 
President  and  others  are  playing  such  poor  politics  in  stirring  up  that  factional 
fight,  making  the  people  believe  that  the  Senator  is  a  complete  servant  of 
the  Standard  Oil  Co.  I  feel  that  it  will  hurt  in  Ohio  about  as  much  as  it  is 
possible  to  do,  and  I  feel  that  the  President  is  playing  very  poor  politica 
Instead  of  gaining  votes,  he  will  find  on  the  3d  of  November  that  it  will  be  a 
losing  game.  Even  the  Standard  Oil  Co.  has  its  friends,  and  I  can  not  under^ 
stand  why  a  man  of  his  stripe  will  think  It  is  a  crime  for  a  man  to  honestly 
work  for  a  corporation  of  that  kind. 
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Did  the  statement  that  I  have  read,  about  it  being  poor  politics 
to  stir  up  the  Standard  Oil  Co.,  have  reference  to  these  statements 
of  Mr.  Koosevelt,  based  upon  some  letters  that  came  out  about  that 
time  showing  Senator  Foraker's  connection  with  the  Standard  Oil 
Co.? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  it  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  you  refer  to  the  Hearst  letters. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Hearst  brought  them  out,  and  Mr.  Roosevelt 
afterwards  commented  upon  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2010  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  say  to  the  conmiittee  that  any  time  they  desire 
the  names  of  the  officers  of  this  association  they  may  be  found  printed 
on  any  one  of  these  letters. 
.  No.  2011  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Watson's  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  It  simply  says  that  Mr.  Watson  is  sorry  that  you 
were  not  able  to  come  to  Rushville  to  talk  over  matters,  etc. 
.  Is  No.  2012  a  letter  to  James  A.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
.  Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  read  this  portion  of  that : 

I  ran  down  to  Baltimore  last  Friday  and  Saturday  to  help  Congressman  John 
GUI  in  the  fourth  congr€»ssional  district.  Gill  is  a  Democrat  and  is  against 
8ton3,  but  we  want  our  people  to  help  Gill  on  the  quiet  if  they  possibly  can  and 
to  do  all  they  can  for  hfs  election.  You  know  Gill  did  everything  we  wanted 
kim  to  last  year  and  every  year  that  he  has  been  in  Ck)ngress.  He  had  the 
backbone  to  back  Congressman  Sherley  against  the  injunction  biUs  publicly  in 
the  last  session,  and,  besides,  he  was  right  on  the  temperance  bills  and  any 
ether  bills  of  that  kind. 

If  you  can  do  anything  to  aid  Gill  it  will  be  to  our  best  interests,  but  you  can 
not  do  this  through  Stone,  bec»ause  Stone  has  a  candidate  against  Gill  In  the 
fourth  district.  We  are  very  anxious  to  win  the  third  and  fifth  districts.  I 
know  you  are  aware  that  Mr.  Sidney  E.  Mudd  is  in  the  fifth  district  and 
Gompers  is  putting  up  a  stiff  fight  against  Mudd. 

Senator  Heed.  No.  2013  is  what? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2014  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  William  F. 
Stone,  collector  of  the  port  at  Baltimore. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2015  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  that  I  received  from  Mr.  Emery. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2016  is  what? 
Mr.  Mlt^hall.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  that : 

You  are  dead  right  on  tha  proposition  that  the  czar  at  Washington  is  play- 
ing poor  politics.  His  open  letters  will  kill  Taft  if  he  persists  in  writing  them, 
and  those  that  he  has  written  have  done  Taft  no  good,  but  lots  of  harm. 

2017-2018  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Senator 
Foraker. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  section  of  that: 

.  In  view  of  the  recent  attack  made  ujwn  you  by  Mr.  Hearst,  followed  up 
*y  the  "  monarch "  in  the  White  House,  I  feel  constrained  to  write  and  ad- 
Tlse  you  that  I  see  nothing  but  political  buncombe  In  the  whole  thing, 
and  while  your  political  enemies  will  make  all  the  capital  out  of  it  that  they 
can  and  possibly  put  you  down,  and  out  temporarily,  yet  I  feel  prone  to  be- 
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lieve  that  when  you  hava  had  your  final  say,  and  the  mists  have  cleared  away, 
you  will  be  stronger  with  the  people  than  before. 

The  Chairman.  Also  the  following. 

Hearst  has  undoubtedly  done  you  a  ^reat  deal  of  harm,  which  can  not  be 
undone  as  quickly  as  it  was  done.  But  Mr.  Roosevelt  is  doing  Mr.  Taft  and  the 
Republican  Party  more  harm  than  Hearst  is,  and  if  he  don't  stop  his  monar- 
chical letter  writing  he  will  defeat  the  whole  Republican  ticket.  The  people  are 
waking  up  to  the  fact  that  there  is  monarchical  danger  in  his  methods  and 
policies  and  are  rapidly  repudiating  them. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2019  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  letter  from  James  E.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that : 

(2019.) 

RusHviLLE,  IND.,  September  23,  1908. 
Hon.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

214-218  State  Life  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

Deab  Sib  :  I  am  in  receipt  of  your  recent  favor  and  much  pleased  at  the  way 
things  are  moving  on.  I  will  be  at  home  next  Sunday  and  be  glad  to  see  you 
at  any  time  if  you  can  run  over. 

Mr.  Thomas  tells  me  that  he  has  sent  you  a  list  of  my  speaking  engagements 
for  the  next  10  days  or  two  weeks,  and  if  you  can  touch  me  at  any  of  the 
points  indicated  in  the  schedule  I  will  be  mighty  glad  to  have  you  come,  and 
pleased  also  to  have  you  enthuse  the  crowd  with  some  of  the  campaign  songs 

With  best  wishes,  I  am. 

Yours,  very  truly,  James  B.  Watson. 

No.  2020  is  a  letter  from  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MutrHALii  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2021  a  letter  from  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHAM/  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  to  have  contained  a  copy  of  a  clipping  from 
a  newspaper. 

Mr.  MtTLHAMi.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  conveys  the  news  that  Hughes  and  some  others 
had  won  in  New  Jersey.  Here  is  a  telegram  signed  "A.  C.  Schwedt- 
man."    Was  that  a  telegram  from  F.  C.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mui^HAix  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  text  here  ought  to  be  corrected  to  be 
"A.  C."  instead  of  "F.  C."  It  is  printed  "  F.  C,"  and  it  ought  to  be 
printed  exactly  as  the  telegram  is. 

The  telegram  is  as  follows: 

(2022.) 
r  Telegram.] 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  September  28,  1908, 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

16-18  State  Life  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  passes  through  Imliannpolis  this  evening  on  Vandalia  Penn- 
sylvania train,  leaving  St.  Louis  at  1  o*eloc'lc.     Recommend  that  you  talk  with 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  aboard  train. 

A.  C.  Schwedtman. 

No.  2023  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Refsd.  The  letter  quotes  that  telegram  and  says  he  had 
wired  you  to  that  effect. 
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Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  to  a  suit  that  was  pending  here  in 
the  District  of  Columbia — the  Bucks  Stove  &  Range  Co.  suit. 
Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  little  portion  of  this : 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  decided  this  morning  that  he  would  go  on  to  Washington, 
where  you  will  notice  he  is  having  quite  a  time  with  Gompers.  Gompers  has 
been  ordered  by  Chief  Justice  Clabaugh,  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  to  answer 
certain  questions  which  he  refused  to  answer,  before  a  specially  appointed 
master  in  chancery,  and  I  think  Judge  Davenport  will  make  things  pretty  hot 
for  Gompers  before  he  finishes  up  this  case. 

I  thought  that  it  was  best  for  you  to  have  a  good  talk  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
to-night.  You  can  discuss  with  him  very  much  better  the  various  phases  of 
your  activity  than  you  can  get  it  to  him  in  letter  form.  Furthermore,  it  will 
be  well  for  you  to  ask  him  about  coming  East.  Just  what  Mr.  Elmery  and  Mr. 
Post  can  do  in  the  way  of  raising  finances,  I  don't  know,  and  am  anxious  to 
hear  what  Mr.  Emery  will  have  to  say. 

•  •*•••• 

Labor  unions  so  far  are  rather  indiflferent  to  the  political  campaign  here  in 
St.  Louis. 

2025-2027  is  another  letter  from  Crockett,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examininff  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chaibman.  I  believe  I  will  quote  this  one  thing  that  Crockett 
says: 

Tallyrand  said  that  one  should  never  write  or  destroy  a  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  quote  this  other  paragraph,  that  is  not 
new: 

Mr.  Hearst  has  got  some  letters  from  some  men  high  up  and  he  intends  to  cut 
loose  soon,  I  am  told.  I  am  loyal  to  my  party,  but  there  is  a  limit  to  my 
political  activities. 

He  is  a  Democrat,  is  he  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  paragraph  reads : 

My  business  is  good,  my  mind  is  on  it,  I  am  contented,  and  I  do  not  want  to 
get  into  this  fight  unless  I  can  have  a  good  chance  at  Sam.,  nor  will  I  neglect 
my  business  just  for  glory.  To  make  two  or  more  speeches  there  would  mean 
a  week's  time  altogether,  and  I  am  afraid  that  my  terms  would  be  too  high.  I 
can  not  daub  myself  any  more  for  glory  or  hatred. 

Senator  Nelson.  "  Sam  "  there  is  Mr.  Gompers,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  take  it  that  from  his  Democratic  standpoint,  if 
he  made  a  Republican  speech  and  daubed  himself,  lie  wanted  to  be 
well  compensated? 

Mr.  Mulhadl.  Yes,  sir:  strictly  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  look  at  2028,  2029,  and  tell  me  if  that  is  a 
letter  you  got  from  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  (after  examining  letter).  It  is,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  this  point,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  want  to  put  in  evi- 
dence, and  have  put  in  the  record,  the  letterhead  of  thi.s  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  letterhead  of  2028,  2029  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     It  is  as  follows : 

Citizens  Industrial  Association  of  America,  national  head<rii«rters,  St.  James 
Building.  Twenty-sixth  Street  and  Broadway,  New  York,  for  the  protection  of 
the  common  people.  C  W.  Popt,  i)reBident;  A.  C.  Rosencranz,  treasurer;  James 
A.  Emery,  secretary.  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  first  vice  president;  F.  €• 
Nunnemncher,  second  vice  president;  A,  C  Marshnll,  third  vice  president. 

Ej-ccutirc  committee. — John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton,  Ohio;  George  B.  Hugo,  Boston^ 
Mass.;  D.  M.  Part-y,  Indianaix)lis,  lud.;  T.  J.  Mshoney,  Omaha,  Nebr.;  T.  H. 
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Brown.  Sioux  Falls,  8.  Dak.;  F.  W.  Job,  Ohicpgo,  111.;  C.  H  Smith.  Aurora, 
111.;  Euclid  Martiu,  Omaha,  Nebr.;  G.  B.  Franks,  Peoria,  111.;  George  P.  Beat, 
Chicago,  111. 

PiibliHliers  of  "  The  Square  Deal "  magazine,  the  national  organ  of  the  open- 
shop  movement. 

I  want  to  ask  ^ou  if  that  association  was  not  at  least  a  half 
member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  having  a  lot 
of  the  same  officers — the  same  men  in  control  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  let  better  minds  around  the  table  judge  of 
that  by  the  heading  of  the  letter. 

(Senator  Walsh  here  read  in  full  2028,  2029.) 

Senator  Reed.  James  A.  Emery  was  secretary  of  this  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association  and  signed  this  letter  in  that  capacity  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Eeed.  What  is  No.  2030?  Is  that  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Loudenslager  ? . 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2031  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  to  Mr.  D.  M. 
Parry  by  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  an  original  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Read  the  heading  of  that,  and  I  want  to  read  one 
sentence. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  exactly  the  sanie  heading  I  read  before, 
Mr.  Chairman — the  letterhead  of  the  Citizens  Industrial  Association 
of  America. 

The  Chairman  (reading) : 

Watson  was  not  only  the  greatest  help  to  us  personally  but  he  represented 
all  the  forces  that  did  help  us,  and  I  personally  believe  that  we  need  friends 
In  CJongrees  far  more  than  anywhere  else.  Mr.  Taft's  labor  statements  are  not 
at  all  encouraging. 

So,  Mr.  Mulhall,  there  was  something  else  besides  breaking  a  boy- 
cott? This  association  seems  to  have  been  interested  in  the  election 
of  Watson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  believe  that  all  organizations  affiliated 
with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  helped  to  elect 
Watson. 

(Senator  Eeed  here  read  in  full  No.  2031.) 

Senator  Keed.  2032,  2033  is  what?    Is  that  a  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  first  paragraph  of  that  reads: 

'We  must  stick  up  for  our  friends,  whether  they  are  Republicans  or  Demo- 
crats. The  minute  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  any  one  of 
ns  personally  gets  into  "  yellow-dog  politics  " — that  is,  voting  for  a  yellow  dog 
if  he  happens  to  be  the  representative  of  the  Republican  Party — that  ver^ 
minute  we  will  be  looked  down  ui)on  by  all  business  men.  You  know  who  our 
friends  are  In  Baltimore,  and  there,  as  well  as  elsewhere,  we  must  stand  by 
tbem  in  their  time  of  need. 

Senator  Nelson.  Read  at  the  top  of  the  next  page,  Senator. 
Senator  Reed.  Suppose  you  read  what  you  have  in  mind.  Senator? 
Senator  Nemon.  Very  well.    [Reading :] 

You  have  no  doubt  noticed  that  the  Democrats  are  trying  to  make  campaign 
literature  out  of  the  Gompers  hearing  in  Washington.  I  suppose  that  the 
IndianapoUs  papers  carried  the  information  that  is  contained  in  the  clipping 
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from  the  St.  Louis  Republic  of  this  morning.  The  Republic  Is  our  Democratic 
newspaper.  I  also  attach  clipping  from  the  Republican  paper,  the  Globe-Demo- 
crat, so  that  you  can  compare  them.  I  think  Gompers  is  making  a  lot  of  trouble 
for  himself.  He  is  getting  into  a  hole  all  right,  and  it  will  take  him  a  lon^ 
while  to  get  out  of  it 

Senator  Beed.  I  believe  you  still  have  him  in  that  hole,  have  you 
not,  or  these  people  have? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  Mr.  Gompers  will  answer  all  those  ques- 
tions. Senator,  when  he  is  before  this  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2034r-2036  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman?    I  believe  there  are  two  or  three  duplicates  there. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Reed  here  read  in  full  2034-2036.) 

No.  2035  is  a  duplicate  of  2034,  2036. 

The  Chairman.  Let  it  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  omitted  from  the  record,  but  it  is  for  the  sake 
of  making  it  clear  in  the  record  that  I  make  this  statement. 

2037-2041  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   X  es,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

The  first  call  we  made  was  at  the  Studebaker  Manufacturing  Co.,  and  saw 
there  Mr.  Clemence  Studebaker,  and  Mr.  Kline  and  I  had  an  interview  with 
him,  lasting  about  45  minutes.  We  were  treated  with  greatest  courtesy  by  Mr. 
Studebaker.  I  plainly  put  before  him  the  financial  condition  of  the  State  com- 
mittee and  the  situation  in  general  as  nearly  as  I  could  in  the  State.  After  my 
interview  was  over  Mr.  Studebaker  stated  that  he  would  send  $500  at  once  to 
the  State  committee,  and  when  I  returned  to  Indianapolis,  if  I  would  have 
Mr.  D.  M.  Parry  write  him,  he  would  send  Mr.  Parry  the  same  amount,  which 
would  make  $1,000,  his  donation  to  the  campaign.  He  claimed  this  to  be  given 
by  three  members  of  the  firm,  not  as  a  firm,  but  each  individual  would  send 
his  check,  making  up  $1,000. 

Then  he  tells  about  visits  to  manufacturers,  and  continues : 

At  the  conclusion  of  our  interview  Mr.  Pine  stated  that  he  himself  could 
not  make  a  donation  without  consulting  the  people  East,  but  that  if  I  would 
have  Mr.  Parry  write  him  the  moment  I  returned  to  Indianapolis,  he  would 
forward  Mr.  Parry's  letter  to  the  eastern  ofiBcials  of  that  company  with  his 
recommendation  that  the  western  end  of  the  firm  would  donate  $1,000  to  the 
Indiana  campaign. 

Mr.  Pine  assured  me  that  he  knew  this  recommendation  of  his  would  be 
favorably  passed  upon,  for  they  were  employing  over  3.000  people  in  their 
plant  here  in  Indlami,  and  he  felt  sure  the  eastern  management  would  allow 
him  to  donate  that  amount  of  money,  for  he  considered  that  their  plant  in  the 
West  here  is  large  enough  to  help  out  to  that  extent. 

Mr.  Pine  was  connected  with  the  South  Bend  Plow  Works,  was  he  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further,  as  follows : 

Our  interview  with  Mr.  Pine  lasted  until  about  noontime,  and  at  1.30  p.  m. 
we  called  at  the  Oliver  Plow  Works  again  and  saw  their  Mr.  Joseph  B.  OUver, 
who  had  returned  to  the  city.  Mr.  Oliver  stated  that  he  had  just  returned 
from  New  York  City,  and  he  was  doing  missionary  work  there  among  the 
bankers  on  Wall  Street  to  help  out  our  party.  He  stated  he  had  called  at 
the  headquarters  of  the  State  committee  in  this  city  last  week,  and  while 
here  he  gave  his  check  for  $200  to  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee,  and 
in  addition  to  this  he  knows  he  will  be  compelled  to  do  more  than  his  share 
for  the  county  committee  of  St  Joseph  County. 

Then,  further  along  in  the  letter,  I  will  read  the  following: 

I  feel  confident  that  the  work  we  have  done  there  will  result  in  having  checks 
Bent  to  Mr,  Parry  to  the  amount  of  about  $2,500,  and  besides,  we  have  stirred 
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up  the  manufacturers  pretty  thorousrhly  to  help  out  the  State  committee  in 
additiou  to  this. 

There  is  nothing  else  in  that  letter  that  I  think  is  of  importance. 
Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  paragraph  to  the  effect  that  the 
other  side  was  active. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  a  paragraph  in  the  circular  ? 
Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  in  the  letter.    I  will  read  this : 

They  have  got  this  town  billed  thoroughly  for  Gompers  next  Tuesday  night 
On  all  the  street  cars  of  the  city  they  have  got  posters  ou  the  front  end  of  the 
cars  announcing  that  he  will  speak  at  Tomlinson  Hull  next  Tuesday,  and  the 
Democrat  committee  are  doing  everything  they  can  to  get  the  worklngman  to 
turn  out  on  this  occasion.  We  all  feel  that  the  situation  will  be  greatly  relieved 
after  Gompers  comes  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  two  paragraphs  in  the  circular  that 
will  now  be  pertinent.    They  are  as  follows : 

Mr.  Ralston  asked  Mr.  Gompers  whether  there  had  been  any  general  effort  to 
break  down  organized  labor,  and  he  replied : 

**  Men  have  been  suborned  to  spy  on  their  fellow  laborers  in  shops,  factories; 
and  mines,  to  report  the  proceedings  of  union  meetings,  to  spy  on  the  personal 
conduct  of  workmen  after  working  hours,  and  to  follow  from  place  to  place 
labor  leaders  visiting  other  cities  than  their  homes. 

'*  Money  has  also  been  used  to  bribe  representative  labor  men  to  cease  their 
connection  with  the  labor  organizations  and  direct  their  activities  to  National 
Association  manufacturers.  They  have  not  only  been  offered  bribes  In  money; 
but  have  been  offered  substantial  safeguards  for  the  future." 


MEETS  DETECTIVE  BRANDENBUBO. 

After  giving  the  details  of  his  own  pursuit  by  detectives,  Mr.  Gompers  then 
told  of  being  approached  in  New  York  by  a  man  named  Broughton  Branden- 
bnrg,  of  New  York,  who,  he  said,  had  attempted  in  1907  to  bribe  him  in  th# 
interest  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  He  stated  that  when  Mr.  Brandenburg  first  spoke 
to  him  he  was  leaving  the  Victoria  Hotel,  and  that  this  man  came  to  him  and 
called  his  attention  to  the  fact  that  he  had  met  him  at  various  meetinga 

Relating  the  particulars  of  a  second  meeting  In  New  York,  Mr.  Gompers-  isaid 
that  after  some  preliminary  talk  between  himself  and  Brandenburg  the  latter 
disclosed  to  him  his  purpose,  saying  that  he  knew  It  to  be  the  intention  of  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  to  destroy  his  (Mr.  Gompers's)  character;  but  that  he  (Brand- 
enburg) had  persuaded  Van  Cleave  that  it  would  be  better  in  the  Interest  of 
Van  Cleave's  purpose  to  make  an  ally  of  Gompers  and  to  prevail  upon  him  to 
betray  the  secrets  of  the  Federation  of  Labor,  **  revealing,"  Mr.  Gompers  added, 
**  whatever  information  I  possessed  which  might  reflect  detrimentally  upon 
labor  organizations." 

"  He  assured  me  that  I  would  be  given  a  good  lump  sum  and  that  Van  Cleave 
would  guarantee  me  beyond  question  that  I  would  be  cared  for  the  rest  of  my 
life,  even  going  so  far  as  to  tell  me  that  the  guaranty  should  be  underwritten. 
He  said  that  I  should  deliver  lectures  in  opi)08ltion  to  the  labor  movement,  and 
that  If  I  did  not  receive  as  much  as  $5,0(X)  or  $6,0(X)  a  year,  Van  Cleave  would 
make  up  the  difference." 

WANTED  MOBE  INFOBMATION. 

"  I  told  him,"  said  Mr.  Gomi)ers,  '*  that  it  was  difficult  to  believe  that  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  would  make  such  a  proiwsition  and  that  I  must  have  further  proof  of  his 
sincerity.  I  wanted  to  obtain  further  proof  of  Mr.  Vjiu  Cleave's  connection  with 
the  proposition,  and  Brandenburg  said  he  would  try  to  get  Van  Cleave  on  the 
telephone  and  let  me  know  what  he  said. 

"  I  told  him,"  said  Mr.  Gompers,  "  I  would  consider  the  proposition.  I  did  not 
reject  it,  because  I  wanted  him  to  continue  under  the  belief  that  I  might  accept 
Of  course,  I  was  Just  as  determined  then  as  I  am  now  and  always  have  been  to 
be  true  to  myself,  to  my  conscience,  and  to  my  fellows." 

Attorney  Dav«iport  gave  notice  of  a  motion  to  strike  out  all  this  matter  from 
the  record  as  not  only  irrelevant,  but  as  scandalous.    As  going  to  show  the 
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impossibility  of  the  story,  he  called  attention  to  the  facts  that  Mr.  Oompers 
had  said  nothing  about  these  occurrences  while  on  the  stand  in  the  injunctiou 
proceeding  and  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  had  denied  all  knowledge  of  them. 

I  want  also  to  read  the  following  from  the  next  circular : 

That  part  of  Samuel  Gompers's  testiiiiony  which  reflects  on  the  name  of  J.  W. 
Van  Cleave  received  the  condemnation  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  associates- yesterday. 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  on  a  tour  of  the  southern  territory  of  the  Buck's  Stove  & 
Range  Co.,  of  which  he  is  the  president. 

This  statement  w:is  made  yesterday  by  F.  C.  Schwedtman,  secretary  of  the 
Citizens'  Industrial  Association  nnd  secretary  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  president 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers: 

"  I  never  liave  employed  detectives  or  intermediaries  of  any  kind  in  my 
controversy  with  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  Mr.  Crompers.  or  any  other 
official  thereof.  The  story  told  by  Mr.  Gomr)ers,  according  to  the  afternoon 
papers,  has  no  foundation  whatsoever.  Every  reference  made  therein  to  me,  or 
nctlous  on  my  part,  is  false.  I  never  have,  and  I  never  shall,  employ  any 
methods  that  are  not  straight,  square,  and  above  board  in  my  dealings  with 
organized  labor. 

"  I  make  the  above  statement  without  equivocation,  and  referring  to  Indirect, 
as  well  as  to  direct,  actions  of  any  kind. 

**  In  reference  to  any  specified  names  appearing  In  the  news  item,  w^ill  say 
that  I  never  had,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  connection,  business  or  otherwise, 
With  them." 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  now  to  refer  to  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man to  Mr.  Miilhall,  which  bears  date  September  25,  1908.  I  refer 
particularly  to  this  clause : 

You  have  no  doubt  noticed  that  the  Democrats  are  trying  to  make  campaign 
Hterature  out  of  the  Gompers  hearing  in  Washington.  I  suppose  that  the  In- 
dianapolis papers  carried  the  information  tliat  is  contained  in  the  clipping  from 
the  St.  liOuis  Republic  of  this  morning.  The  Republic  is  our  Democratic  news- 
paper. I  also  attach  clipping  from  the  Republican  paper,  the  Globe-Democrat, 
80  that  you  can  compare  them.  I  think  Gompers  is  making  a  lot  of  trouble  for 
himself.  He  is  getting  Into  a  hole  all  right  and  it  will  take  him  a  long  while 
to  get  out  of  it. 

I  find  in  these  papers  there  are  printed,  as  a  part  of  2037-2041, 
copies  of  certain  clippings.  I  ask  you  if  those  clippings  are  the  ones 
that  were  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  in  his  letter  of  September 
26,  1908  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Are  those  the  clippings  Senator  Walsh  was  reading 
from? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  they  are  printed  here  as  a  part  of  2037-2041. 
I  want  to  see  if  those  are  the  identical  clippings  in  that  letter. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  a  heading,  "  St.  Louis  Republic,  Septem- 
ber 25,  1908." 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall,  do  you  know  anything  about  this 
attempt,  or  about  an  attempt  of  any  kind  being  made,  to  corrupt  or 
bribe  Samuel  Gompers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do. 

Senator  Reed.  Tell  us  what  you  know  about  it. 

Mr.  Mulhalu  In  the  early  part  of  September,  I  believe,  I  met 
Mr.  Van  Cleave 

Senator  Reed.  What  year  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  1909,  1  believe.    Will  vou  let  me  look  at  the  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  1908,  I  think,  this  is  dated  September  24, 
1908.     It  must  refer  to  a  previous  attempt. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Tliis  is  not  the  letter. 
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Senator  Reed.  The  letter  which  contained  these  clippings  is  dated 
September  25,  1908.  The  clippings  themselves  contain  Mr.  Gom- 
pers's  statement,  which,  of  course,  refers  to  a  previous  date — 1907. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  received  this  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  this  question.  Mr.  Gompers  states  that 
an  attempt  was  made  to  corrupt  him  in  the  summer  of  1907. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  does  he  state  that? 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  newspaper  clipping.  Do  you  know  anything 
about  that  attempt  which  was  made  in  1907  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  State  what  you  know  about  it. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  had  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr. 
Schwedtman  in  New  York.  I  met  them  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria.  I 
was  instructed  to  report  to  Atherton  Brownell,  who,  I  was  told  by  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  had  charge  of  their  publicity  bureau.  I  had  never  heard 
of  Mr.  Brownell  before  those  instructions  were  given  to  me.  I  think 
you  will  find  later  on  that  I  have  letters  that  were  written  asking  for 
mformation,  and  if  I  had  reported  to  Mr.  Brownell.  After  receiving 
the  instructions  to  report  to  Mr.  Brownell  I  called  at  his  office.  No.  1 
Madison  Avenue,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  about  the  latter  part  of 
September,  1907  or  1908.  I  am  not  sure  of  the  year  unless  I  could 
refer  to  notes  and  letters.  Mr.  Brownell  introduced  me  to  Mr.  San- 
gree  and  Mr.  Lewis  and  other  members  of  his  staff  at  that  time.  I 
told  Mr.  Brownell  of  my  instructions  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  to  report  to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  report  to  him ;  yes,  sir.  I  wanted  to  know  what 
I  could  do  for  him.  I  informed  him  what  I  had  been  doing  in  the 
past,  and  he  wanted  to  know  how  well  I  was  acquainted  with  the 
labor  people,  and  I  told  him  I  had  a  casual  acquaintance  all  over  the 
country;  that  I  had  campaigned  for  the  national  committees  and 
different  committees ;  and  that  I  had  acquaintances  all  over  the  United 
States.  He  said  that  he  had  a  mission  at  the  present  time ;  that  they 
thought  they  could  get  Gompers ;  and  he  wenr  on  telling  me  a  story 
to  the  effect  that  he  had  a  man  by  the  name  of  Brandenburg,  who 
was  at  that  time  down  in  Georgia  following  Gompers.  I  wanted  to 
know  for  what  purpose.  He  said  that  they  were  sure  they  could 
bribe  Gompers  to  come  their  way;  that  they  had  already  prepared  a 
story  for  Mr.  Gompers;  and  Mr.  Gompers  was  to  sign  that  story 
and  then  get  the  price  that  would  be  paid  to  him  for  what  they 
wanted  him  to  do.  After  listening  to  Mr.  Brownell's  story  I  told 
him  that  I  thought  it  was  simply  ridiculous.  I  told  him  that  I  had 
known  Mr.  Gompers  for  a  good  many  years,  in  a  certain  way ;  that 
I  had  fre(}uently  met  pretty  nearly  all  the  labor  leaders  all  over  the 
country,  in  politics  and  otherwise,  and  I  thought  the  labor  people 
were  very  foxy  and  careful,  and  I  did  not  believe  that  what  he  said 
could  be  done;  but  he  told  me  at  that  time  that  he  was  sure  of  his 
prey,  because  they  had  gone  so  far  that  they  were  sure  they  could  not 
lose  it.  I  told  lir.  Brownell  I  disapproved  of  his  suggestion,  and 
I  felt  sure  it  was  a  put-up  job,  and  I  felt  sure  he  would  never  accom- 
plish his  purpose. 

I  called  on  Mr.  Brownell  the  next  day.  and  he  took  me  down  to  a 
restaurant  on  Thirty-fifth  Street  with  Mr.  Sangree  about  1  o'clock 
in  the  afternoon,  and  they  went  over  the  entire  story  and  showed 
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me  some  clippings  and  letters  and  stuff  they  had  from  Brandenburg, 
who  was  watching  Mr.  (jompers.  and  Mr.  Brownell  told  me  at  that 
time  that  he  was  chief  of  the  publicitv  end  of  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers,  and  he  was  also  the  editor  of  American  In- 
dustries, their  official  organ.  He  said  he  had  undertaken  that  mis- 
sion— I  am  not  sure  whether  it  was  for  the  purpose  of  the  publicity 
bureau  or  for  the  purpose  of  bribery — for  $40,000. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  $40,000 ;  and  that  he  was  going  after  Gompers  and 
a  lot  of  others,  and  he  was  sure  that  he  would  make  the  goal  he  was 
chasing  after.  I  tried  to  talk  Mr.  Brownell  out  of  it  at  that  time, 
as  I  did  on  a  previous  occasion,  but  it  seemed  he  was  so  positive 
that  he  pooh-poohed  my  story.  He  told  me  that  if  I  could  help  him 
in  reachmg  the  other  labor  leaders  or  giving  him  any  facts  concern- 
ing the  other  labor  leaders  it  would  help  him  out,  but  if  I  would 
not  do  that  he  did  not  know  that  he  would  have  any  use  for  me 
along  those  lines. 

A  few  days  after  that — ^I  believe  the  next  day  after  that ;  I  am  not 
sure  that  it  was  the  next  day,  but  a  couple  of  days  after  that — ^I  saw 
that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  left  New  York  in  a  hurry.  I  met  him  at  the 
hotel,  and  I  wanted  to  know  what  he  was  leaving  for,  and  he  made 
a  brief  statement.  I  made  Mr.  Van  Cleave  the  same  statement  that 
I  did  to  Mr.  Brownell,  disapproving  of  it,  saying  I  thought  that  Mr. 
Brownell  could  never  accomplish  that  purpose;  and  he  said  that  he 
had  pretty  near  fell  into  the  trap;  that  he  understood  they  wanted 
him  to  go  down  town,  to  meet  those  people  down  town,  and  he  was 
given  the  tip  not  to  go.  His  first  suggestion  was  he  wanted  to  meet 
Gompers  uptown,  and  the  thing  was  off,  and  he  was  leaving  for 
home,  and  he  thought  Mr.  Brownell  had  more  brains  than  to  go  into 
any  such  scheme  of  that  kind. 

That  is  about  as  near  as  I  can  remember  the  interviews  at  that 
time;  but  I  will  state  that  from  notes  from  the  statement  that  I 
made  to  the  New  York  press  and  Mr.  Gompers's  statement,  which  I 
have  carefully  read,  it  is  about  as  near  as  that  story  could  possible 
be  right.    I  have  made  oath  to  that  to  the  New  York  Press. 

Senator  Beed.  You  said  "  about  as  near  as  that  story  could  possibly 
be  right."  You  mean  about  as  near  as  the  stcry  could  be  told,  do 
you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  about  as  near  as  I  could  tell  the  story  from 
memory.  I  do  know  that  the  Brownell  combine,  as  they  called  it 
after  they  had  completely  failed,  only  lasted  that  year.  They  had  a 
contract  with  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  for  the 
year,  and  after  the  year  was  up  the  whole  bunch  went  out  of  office, 
except  one  that  they  took  to  their  national  headquarters — Mr.  Ijewis — 
who  edited  National  Industries  for  quite  a  long  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  your  statement  I  infer  that  you  were  not 
present  when  any  bribe  was  offered  to  Mr.  Gompers  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  I  have  nothing,  only  Mr.  Brownell's  state- 
ments, and  his  wanting  me  to  give  what  my  opinion  was  concerning 
the  iob — if  the  job  could  be  accomplished;  ana  I  told  him  I  did  not 
think  it  could  be,  and  that  he  would  get  his  fingers  burnt. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  whether  he  attempted  to  accomplish  it  there- 
after with  Gompers  you  do  not  know  ? 
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Mr.  Mui^HALL.  No,  sir ;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Reed,  I  suggest  now  that  these  two  newspaper  clippings  to 
which  we  have  referred,  which  are  already  printed,  be  numbered  re- 
spectively 2041  A,  that  being  the  article  from  the  St.  Louis  Republic 
of  September  25,  and  2041  B,  the  latter  being  the  article  from  the  St. 
Louis  Globe-Democrat  of  September  25. 

No.  2042,  2043  appears  to  be  furnished  in  duplicate.  From  whom 
was  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  circular  letter  sent  out  by  Mr* 
Hanch  in  the  Indiana  campaign  in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  printed  only  once  in  the  record.  2044,  2045 
appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  another  letter  sent  out  by  Mr.  Hanch» 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Only  one  need  be  printed,  and  only  one  is  printed. 

No.  2046-5048  appears  to  be  another  letter  sent  out  by  Mr.  Hanch, 
and  it  is  here  in  duplicate,  but  only  one  copy  has  been  printed.  Is 
that  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hanch  ? 

Mr.  Mxji^HAix.  Those  were  all  sent  out  from  the  headquarters  that 
I  established  in  Indianapolis.  (After  examination:)  Yes;  that  was 
signed  by  Mr.  Hanch  and  sent  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  that  anybody  wants  read? 

No.  2049,  2050,  is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to  Emery ;  and  if  so, 
by  whom? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
I  sent  to  Mr.  James  A.  Amery. 

Senator  Reed.  In  this  letter  you  say : 

I  am  Tery  proud  to  announce  to  you  that  we  have  won  a  big  victory  here 
last  week.  In  a  long  Interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Watson  at  his  home  yesterday 
he  said  he  was  now  confident  of  success,  and  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  for 
the  Democrats  to  beat  him.  The  liquor  question  has  been  a  great  factor  in  the 
campaign  since  the  nominations  have  been  made,  and  on  last  Saturday  the  Re- 
publicans forced  through  a  special  session  of  the  legislature  the  county  option 
bill  that  they  had  indorsed,  and  this  virtually  takes  the  liquor  question  out  of 
the  campaign  for  the  balance  of  this  fight.  This  in  a  large  measure  will  stop 
the  brewery  interests  from  fighting  our  ticket,  and  will  take  at  least  $300,000 
that  the  Democrats  would  get  from  the  liquor  interests  from  that  side  of  the 
campaign. 

V  *  «  •  •  *  * 

I  do  not  like  that  part  of  your  letter  where  you  say  Mr.  Post  can  not  help  ua 
financially  in  the  present  crises.  I  hope  you  will  revise  your  decision  when  I 
see  you,  and  I  feel  you  will,  for  we  need  funds  more  than  anything  else. 

2051,2052  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote  to 
Dr.  Crockett 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2063  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr» 
Bird,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Keed.  I  see  that  you  say : 

"  We  have  been  partly  successful  in  raising  money  and  up  to  date 
have  collected  about  $5,500." 

Is  2054,  2055  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  to  this  associa- 
tion, and  does  it  correctly  set  forth  the  receipts  and  expenditures,  as 
far  as  it  purports  to  do  so? 

Mr.  MuiiHAM..  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  2056,  2057  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  2054, 
2055,  and  is  omitted  from  the  record. 

Is  No.  2058  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Eeed.  It  says: 

I  wish  to  sincerely  thank  you  for  the  clipping  Inclosed.  It  gives  me  the  In- 
formation I  desired.  I  am  also  pleased  to  note  you  have  sent  out  the  circulars 
to  as  many  manufacturers  as  you  possibly  can. 

What  is  2059-2061  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Farrell. 
Senator  Walsh.  There  is  one  phrase  here  that  is  interesting,  which 
is  as  follows: 

I  am  just  after  leaving  Childs's.  and  saw  the  secretary  of  the  county  com- 
mittee eating;  usually  officials  of  this  type  around  election  visit  Shauley's,  etc., 
showing  very  plainly  there  is  no  money  in  sight.  Newstead  is  at  sea  and  don't 
know  what  to  do.  He  can't  get  anything  to  do  for  his  followers,  nor  can  he  get 
any  expense  money  to  carry  on  the  work  of  the  district. 

Senator  Reed.  I  also  call  attention  to  this : 

I  am  also  sailing  very  close  to  the  winds  myself,  and  if  you  could  in  any  way 
wire  me  a  hundred  until  I  transfer  my  property  to  R.  R.  Co.,  which  will  be 
about  two  weeks,  I  would  appreciate  same. 

No.  2062  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent 
to  Mr.  Kirby. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  candidate  Watson  yesterday,  and  I  told  him  of  your 
sentiments  and  he  said  to  rei)eat  to  you  that  those  were  his  sentiments  also. 

No.  2063-2065  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  form  of  a  letter  sent  out  by  Mr.  Hanch  from 
the  Indiana  headquarters. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  in  that  requiring  reading. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  passed  over  2051,  2052.  There  is  one  para- 
graph in  that  letter  which  I  should  like  to  have  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  read  it,  Senator? 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  a  letter  to  Dr.  Crockett,  signed  by  Mr. 
Mulhall.    The  second  paragraph  says: 

Your  letter  is  somewhat  of  a  surprise  to  me,  for  the  question  has  never 
arisen  in  my  mind,  not  even  for  one  moment,  that  any  friend  of  mine  would 
save  friendly  corresixindence  for  political  purix)ses,  let  alone  use  it.  All  my 
correspondence  with  you  has  been  a  pleasure  as  well  as  an  wiucation,  but  I 
do  not  know  of  one  letter  of  yours  that  I  have  saved  after  reading  and  answer- 
ing it,  so  if  any  chairman  wrote  to  me  and  asked  me  to  turn  over  Dr.  Crockett's 
letters  to  him  for  political  puriwses  I  would  think  that  fellow  was  a  very 
cheap  "  skate  "  and  was  unfit  to  answer  his  letters,  for  it  would  be  placing  me 
in  a  position  of  selling  out  my  friends,  and  he  must  rate  me  as  a  very  cheap 
article  if  he  thought  he  could  get  any  information  out  of  me  against  a  friend. 

Senator  Eeed.  Do  you  want  to  ask  any  questions  on  that,  Senator? 

Senator  Nelson.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Sometimes,  Senator,  when  people  write  you,  and 
you  know  your  people  it  is  all  right  *  ♦  *  I  had  been  in  service  for 
20  years,  before  I  met  these  people,  where  I  never  saved  a  letter ;  but 
when  you  are  working  with  a  bunch  like  I  have  been  working  with 
for  the  last  10  years  it  is  necessary  to  save  your  letters. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2066  is  what  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  [addressing 
Senator  Nelson].  You  would  find  that  out,  too,  if  you  were  with 
them. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  You  would  find  out  the  same  thing  as  I  did  if  you 
had  had  the  service  I  had.  I  have  made  an  honorable  record  all  over 
the  United  States  as  a  Republican,  and  I  am  proud  to  submit  my 
recommendations  to  you  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2067  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  MiTi^HALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2068  a  letter  from  Mr.  Wuest  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

Referring  to  your  favor  of  the  21st  instant,  beg  to  advise  that  I  liave  received 
a  letter  from  your  friend,  Mr.  Farrell. 

No.  2069-2072  seems  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  "  Dear 
William,"  and  bears  a  signature  which  I  am  unable  to  read.  It  has 
on  the  letterhead  "  Farrell  Service." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  probably  Mr.  Farrell's  signature. 

Senator  Reed.  On  the  printed  copy  the  signature  is  "L.  A.  M." 
What  are  the  initials  at  the  end  of  tnat  letter,  if  you  can  make  them 
out? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  f after  further  examining  letter).  That  is  "Tom.'' 
That  is  Mr.  Farrell's  given  name. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  the  correction  should  be  made  in  the  print^ 
and  the  word  "  Tom  "  should  be  placed  there  instead  of  the  initials 
'*  L.  A.  M."    I  will  look  this  letter  over  a  little  bit. 

No.  2073-2076  is  a  copy  of  a  statement  that  you  sent  to  this  associa- 
tion? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  2074  and  2075  are  a  duplicate  of  that  statement,  and 
are  not  printed,  as  they  should  not  be. 

Xos.  2077  and  2079  is  a  copy  of  another  statement  that  you  ren- 
dered, is  it  not? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  No.  2078  is  a  copy  of  another  statement,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  a  statement  made  by  the  headquarters  in  the 
State  Life  Building,  of  the  moneys  received,  and  how  expended,  in 
the  Watson  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  2078  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2079  is  a  duplicate  of  2077  and  is  not  printed. 

Did  those  statements  correctly  set  forth  the  expenditures  and  re- 
ceipts, so  far  as  they  purport  to  set  them  forth  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  see  under  date  of  September  19  there  is  a  dis- 
bursement to  James  E.  Watson  of  $1,000, 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  the  $1,000  sent  to  Mr.  Watson  and  carried 
by  Mr.  Hanch,  given  to  him  to  help  him  out. 

Senator  Walsh.  Sent  from  where  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Sent  from  Indianapolis  to  his  home  in  Rushville, 
Ind. 
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• 

Senator  Nelson.  You  have  already  referred  to  that 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  I  believe  I  have. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  sent  through  your  association  headquar- 
ters? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  Mr.  Mulhall  said  that  he  preferred  to  have 
Mr.  Hanch  deliver  the  money  instead  of  himself. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  Mr.  Hanch  delivered  the  money. 

Senator  Reed.  This  tends  to  show,  then,  that  the  money  did  come 
through  this  association,  I  suppose? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  see  at  the  top  of  it  that  remittances  were  made 
to  you,  which  apparently  you  deposited  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  Mr.  Hanch  deposited  them  first  Mr.  Hanch 
had  charge  of  the  money,  and  he  left  Indianapolis  after  a  while  and 
it  was  turned  over  to  Mr.  Parry,  and  Andrew  Jackson  Allen  made 
that  account,  and  had  charge  of  the  moneys  in  a  certain  way;  that  is, 
he  kept  account  of  the  money  as  it  was  expended. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  it  ever  get  into  your  hands? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  Or  was  it  at  anv  time  subject  to  your  check? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  would  call  on  Mr.  Hanch  when  I  wanted 
money,  and  I  received  it  from  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand ;  but  you  did  not  check  on  the  bank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  drew  no  checks  on  the  bank. 

Senator  Walsh.  Whenever  you  wanted  money  you  would  go  to 
him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Then  why  did  you  make  a  report  at  all? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  money  collected  in  Indianapolis  by  this 
committee.  That  was  part  of  the  $5,500  collected  in  that  campaign, 
in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Walsh.  Why  did  you  make  a  report  of  it  to  your  head- 
quarters if  it  was  not  money  which  had  come  through  your  hands? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  make  it  to  the  New  York  office  or  to  the 
St.  Louis  office,  except  that  I  made  statements.*  I  mean  that  I  wrote 
letters  concerning  the  collections  and  such  like  as  that,  but  I  did  not 
send  an  itemized  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  AVhere  did  these  statements  go? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Those  were  kept  as  a  record  in  the  office;  and  as 
I  was  in  charge  of  that  office,  I  kept  that  record. 

Senator  Walsh.  For  .whose  information  did  you  make  the  state- 
ment ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  it  for  the  information,  and  it  was  kept  for 
the  information  of  Mr.  Parry  and  Mr.  Hanch. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  statement  in  your  handwriting? 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  no ;  it  is  all  in  typewriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  t)id  you  make  that  statement  yourself? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  Andrew  Jackson  Allen  made  it  up.  He  was 
the  clerk  at  the  headquarters.  There  was  one  clerk  tnat  was  in 
charge  of  the  office  and  four  stenographers. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  I  understand  you  this  was  money  that  was 

collected  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  it  was  collected  in  Indianapolis. 
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Senator  Reed.  Nos.  2080,  2081  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  that  was  sent  by  Mr.  Lieber  to 
Mr.  Hanch  in  reply  to  a  circular  that  was  sent  out. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  a  letter  here  dated  October  4,  1907,  which 
comes  from  this  bunch  of  letters  that  are  not  printed,  but  which  I 
think  should  come  in  at  this  point.  I  want  to  ask  Col.  Mulhall  what 
that  is? 

Senator  Nelson.  Does  that  come  in  before  this? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes ;  it  comes  in  between  October  3  and  October  4. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  said  it  was  dated  October  4,  1907.  The 
Mters  we  are  now  on  are  dated  in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  October  4, 1907. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  it  can  be  put  in  at  any  time,  but  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  it  into  the  record,  T  think  when  it  is  printed  it  ought 
to  be  put  in  its  chronological  order.    I  will  have  tnis  marked. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  you  had  better  have  the  clerk  put  it  in  its 
proper  place. 

Senator  Reed.  I  shall ;  but  I  can  not  give  it  a  number  now. 

The  Chairman.  He  will  do  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  Mr.  Clerk,  you  will  put  it  in  its  proper 
place. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Committee.  I  will  mark  it  "  915-A." 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  [To  the  witness:]  Is  915-A  a  report  of 
one  of  the  men  in  the  St.  Louis  shoe  strike? 

Mr.  MuLHALi*.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  marked  Kiely  Secret  Service  Agency.  Did 
they  have  the  Kiely  service  employed  there  in  that  strike  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALi..  Yes;  to  gather  information. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  Matthew  Kiely,  who  was  formerly  chief 
of  police  of  St.  Louis? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  who  was  it  that  had  him  employed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Schwedtman  had  him  employed. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads  as  follows : 

(915-A.) 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Friday,  Oct.  4,  1907, 

INVESTIOiVriON  OJX  THE  SHOEMAKERS*  STRIKE. 

In  accordance  with  instructions,  I  have  Investigated  as  to  wlio  George  C. 
Frank,  business  agent  of  the  Independent  Shoemakers*  Union,  is,  his  social 
conditions,  etc.,  and  have  found  as  follows: 

George  C.  Frank  is  34  years  old,  single,  light  complexion,  hair  turning  gray, 
stout  built,  medium  height.  He  was  bom  in  this  city  and  resides  with  his 
mother  and  married  brother  at  2614  Geyer  Ave.,  and  has  lived  here  all  the  time. 

He  has  worked  in  a  great  many  of  the  shoe  factories  from  boyhood.  He 
was  last  employed  as  a  cutter  for  the  Hamilton  Brown  Shoe  Co.  He  has  a 
brother,  Julius  Frank,  who  is  also  a  shoe  cutter,  and  was  also  employed  in 
Hamilton  Brown  Shoe  Co.,  before  the  strike. 

He  is  now  in  Cape  Girardeau,  working  for  Roberts,  Johnson  &  Rand  shoe 
factory.  Julius  was  a  leader  in  the  last  strike,  and  worked  at  that  time  for 
the  Werthelmer-Swartz  Shoe  Co.  He  is  a  married  man,  has  one  child,  a  boy 
of  4  years,  named  Nic.  Called  after  Nic  Speedy,  who  was  his  uncle,  also  a 
w^I-known  shoe  worker  and  high  diver. 

lliis  information  I  got  from  Mrs.  Frank,  the  mother  of  George  and  Julius 
Frank,  who  resides  with  them  at  the  above  number. 
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They  hnve  resided  at^  the  above  address  for  about  4  years,  and  are  vrell 
thought  of  by  bupiness  men,  s'^orekeepers,  and  other  acquaintances  in  tliat 
vicinity.  I  represented  myself  as  a  shoe  worlier,  and  told  her  I  wanted  to  get 
some  assistance  for  a  >Ir.  Rutherford,  also  a  shoe  worker,  who  Is  sick,  and  in 
that  way  I  got  her  confidence. 

After  getting  through  with  the  Frank  investigation,  I  came  back  up  tow^n 
and  met  Miss  Rose  Flanagan,  a  stitcher,  who  worked  at  Peters  Shoe  Co.  She 
states  that  the  women  are  complimented  for  sticking  to  the  men,  and  that  by- 
Wednesday  of  next  week  her  forelady  will  probably  send  for  her.  She  is  going 
to  the  meeting  Monday.  Miss  Flanagan  resides  at  Ohio  and  Shenandoah 
Ave.  She  further  states  that  many  of  the  young  ladies  were  In  straitened 
circumstances;  that  the  men  promised  to  care  for  those  who  had  no  homes, 
and  they  have  failed  to  do  so,  as  the  men  state  that  the  union  has  no  funds  up  to 
the  present  time. 

I  also  met  a  man  by  the  name  of  Link,  who  was  employed  at  the  Sunlight 
factory  as  cutter.  He  states  that  he  has  worked  20  years  for  shoe  factories, 
and  doesn't  care  to  bother  either  way,  for  nor  against  the  strikers.  He  would 
be  glad  If  the  whole  thing  was  settled,  as  he  would  like  to  be  back  at  work. 

I  mingled  around  until  a  late  hour,  but  got  no  further  information. 

Operator  F.  W.  K. 
O.K.    M.K. 

That  throws  a  little  light  on  whether  they  hired  detectives. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2082  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  portion  of  that  which  I  think  of  impor- 
tance is  the  following: 

Our  office  took  the  Gompers  speech  in  full  in  shorthand  and  the  stenog- 
raphers have  nade  j?eTeiaI  copies  of  it.  If  you  wish  a  copy  let  me  know  and  1 
will  Feud  it  to  you. 

No.  2083  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  from 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  important  in  that.  Is  2084,  2085  a 
letter  from  Donahue  to  vou? 

m> 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  that. 

No.  2086,  2087  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuMiALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it : 

There  was  a  splendid  meeting  in  our  rooms  here  last  evening,  attended  by 
over  a  hundred  members  of  the  Workinpmen's  Protective  Association,  and  ad- 
dressed by  m«ny  of  the  leadinjc  manufacturers  of  this  city.  There  was  a  good 
deal  of  c^ithusiaHm  civer  the  proposition  suggested  liy  the  State  committee  that 
on  tte  10th  instant  we  would  have  what  we  would  call  shop  day  and  the  shops 
and  factories  on  that  evening  would  close  down  to  hear  the  candidate  for 
governor,  James  K.  Watscm,  and  several  splendid  speakers  of  this  and  other 
States,  address  a  large  demonstration  that  is  to  be  held  at  the  baseball  park 
on  the  evening  t»f  the  10th. 

No.  2088,  2089  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman.^ 
Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 
Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this: 

How  would  Col.  Mulhall  do  for  the  national  president  of  the  Worklngmen's 
Protective  Association? 

No.  2090  is  a  telegram  from  Schwedtman? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads: 

(2000.) 

[Telegram.] 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  October  7. 

M.   M.  MUI.HAI.L, 

Hotel  Enfflish,  Indianapolis,  Jnd.: 

Palmer  of  Indianapolis  News  Inquires  by  wire  if  you  are  connected  with 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers.    What  shall  we  answer?    Wire. 

F.  C.   SCHWEDTMAN,  7.24  p.  m. 

If  you  were  going  to  answer  the  truth,  he  would  have  to  say  "  yes," 
would  he  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  would.  We  had  been  working  there  for  abolit 
a  year,  and  we  had  headquarters  there,  and  the  Indianapolis  News 
finally  discovered  that  we  had  headquarters  and  sought  an  inter- 
view. Everybody  denied  there  was  any  such  organization  at  all  in 
operation  there.  Then  they  wired  to  the  memfers  of  the  national 
committee,  and  they  denied  any  knowledge  of  it;  and  they  visited 
the  State  committee,  and  they  denied  any  knowledge  of  it;  and  the 
same  with  the  Republican  national  committee.  They  denied  they 
had  anything  to  do  with  those  headquarters,  and  finally  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  denied  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Will  the  letters  show  that? 

Mr.  MuLHAia..  I  think  they  will. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2091,  2092  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  to  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  you  had  better  read  the  second  paragraph 
of  that. 

Senator  Rkbd.  This  reads : 

This  has  been  one  of  the  most  strenuous  dnys  in  the  campaign  and  it  seems 
that  the  fight  has  not  fairly  started 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  this  something  that  you  want  to  call  attention 
to,  Senator  Nelson  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  have  gone  over  that  very  carefully,  and  I  do 
not  see  that  there  is  anything  iinportant  in  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Very  well.    I  have  no  desire  to  take  up  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2093-2099  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered 
this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  one  or  two  items  here.  I 
find  here  the  following : 

Oct  3.  For  additional  labor,  to  do  general  campaign  work  authorized  by  the 
officers  of  the  organization,  for  work  in  New  Jersey  districts,  $100. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  was? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  At  times  the  work  ran  behind ;  moneys  were  not 
aent  r^olarly.    I  was  too  busy  at  that  time  to  notice  bills. 

Senator  Rees).  This  was  for  additional  labor. 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL.  It  must  have  been  Mr.  Feeney  that  was  calling  for 
additional  money,  because  he  generally  managed  that  end  of  it 
while  I  was  in  the  West. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  notice  another  item  here : 

Oct.  10.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  executive  board  of  the  miners'  union  to 
be  used  for  hiring  workers  in  the  tenth,  eleventh,  and  fifteenth  congressional 
districts  of  Pennsylvania,  to  do  general  campaign  work,  etc.,  $300. 

Did  you  pay  that  money  to  somebody  there  for  this  work  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  suppose  it  was  paid.  It  was  not  paid  through  me. 
The  money  was  collected,  but  I  paid  it  through  Mr.  Feeney  or  other 
workers  I  had  there  in  charge  of  the  work. 

Senator  Keed.  You  did  not  pay  it  individually  to  the  men  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  That  money  was  sent  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  it  was  sent  there  for  that  purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  number  in  the  print  is  "2600."  That  is 
a.  mistake.  It  is  a  print  of  a  letter  which  properly  should  be  marked 
"2100."    What  is  2100? 

Mr.  MuLHAU..  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  it: 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  Watson  to-day  concerning  the  worlc  you  have 
started  in  the  East,  and  the  governor  wishes  to  be  remembered  to  you,  and  he 
told  me  to  be  sure  when  I  did  write  to  say  that  his  invitation  to  yourself  and 
Mrs.  Emery  to  the  inauguration  ball  in  this  city  in  the  fore  part  of  next  Janu- 
ary, when  he  takes  the  seat  is  sure  to  be  made  good  and  that  he  will  feel 
honored  by  having  you  his  guests  on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Neu30n.  At  what  number  are  vou,  Senator  Reed  ? 

Senator  Rem).  2100.  It  is  marked  "  2600 "  in  the  print,  but  the 
exhibit  itself  was  properly  numbered  2100.  That  is  a  typographical 
error  in  the  print. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  desire  to  make  a  suggestion  at  this  point,  that 
we  excuse  Col.  Mulhall  for  to-morrow.  He  is  very  tired,  and,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  we  are  going  on  this  evening  with  this  gentle- 
man, Mr.  McClave,  of  New  Jersey,  who  wants  to  come  here  and  be 
heard,  can  we  not  continue  with  Col.  Mulhall  until  6  o'clock?  I  sup- 
pose the  colonel  could  stand  that  if  he  got  off  to-morrow. 

Mr.  Mulhall..  I  think  I  can. 

Senator  Citmmins.  I  do  not  know  the  time  that  this  gentleman, 
Mr.  McClave  is  coming,  but  I  am  told  that  he  has  a  campaign  in 
progress  in  New  Jersey,  with  the  election  coming  on  on  next  Tues- 
day, and,  I  judge  from  his  telegram,  that  he  is  anxious  to  be  put  on 
the  witness  stand  as  soon  as  he  gets  here,  so  that  he  may  be  able  to 
get  back,  and  so  that  if  his  statement  will  do  him  any  good  in  the 
fight  that  he  is  engaged  in,  he  may  have  the  benefit  of  it ;  and  I  think 
he  is  entitled  to  it. 

The  Chaikman.  I  think  we  had  better  adjourn  until  8  o'clock. 

Senator  Reed.  Does  Mr.  McClave  want  to  be  heard  to-night  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  know.  I  understand  he  wants  to  be  heard 
as  soon  as  he  gets  here. 

Senator  Reed.  Shall  we  excuse  Col.  Mulhall  until  Monday  morn- 
ing? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  Colonel ;  you  are  excused  until  Monday 

morning. 

The  Chairman.  You  might  read  this  next  letter.    2103-2106  is  one 

that  I  want  in. 
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Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  McClave  says  in  his  telegram : 

I  am  leaving  on  the  1.28  train.    Will  arrive  in  Washington  at  5  o'clock. 

He  could  not  get  here  at  5  o'clock,  leaving  there  at  that  time. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  read  one  more  letter,  and  then  adjourn. 

Senator  Seed.  Just  a  moment.  2101  seems  to  be  a  duplicate  of  a 
part  of  2103-2105.  Now,  the  parts  have  been  assembled,  and  it  ap- 
pears to  have  been  gathered  up  and  all  brought  together  here.  Part 
of  it  does  appear  in  the  printed  record  as  4531  and  4530.  I  believe 
it  is  all  here.    We  will  straighten  that  out  Monday  morning. 

(At  5.05  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  took  a  recess  until  8 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

evening  session. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  recess,  at  8.30 
o'clock  p.  m. 

TESTIHONY  OF  S.  WOOB  H'CLAVE. 

(The  witness  was  sworn  by  the  chairman.) 

The  Chaibman.  I  understand,  Mr.  McClave,  that  you  desire  to 
make  a  statement,  and  the  committee  will  be  glad  to  hear  any  state- 
ment you  have  to  make. 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes.    Is  Mr.  Beed  here? 

Senator  Keed.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCiAVE.  You  are  Mr.  Beed,  are  you  ? 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Keed. 

Mr  McClave.  Senator  Beed;  excuse  me.  I  was  reading  in  the 
paper  that  you  claimed  I  said  that  I  never  knew  Mr.  Mulhau. 

The  Chairman.  Suppose  you  now  make  any  statement  you  have 
to  make. 

Senator  Keed.  The  record  will  show  what  I  said. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  means  that  the  newspapers  made  that 
statement. 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes.    I  wanted  to  know  whether  that  is  true  or  not. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  not  the  record  here  now. 

Senator  Beed.  The  statement  I  made,  as  I  remember  it,  was  that 
I  had  understood  that  you  had  denied  Mr.  Mulhall's  statement  that 
you  had  an  acquaintance  with  him.  That  was  the  nature  of  it.  I 
never  had  read  the  statement.  The  statement  was  made  to  me  in 
the  form  in  which  I  have  repeated  it  here.  I  did  not  put  that  into 
the  record  as  evidence,  but  I  put  it  in  as  a  statement  to  the  com- 
mittee as  my  reason  at  that  time  for  introducing  some  correspondence 
out  of  the  regular  order. 

Mr.  McCi/AVE.  Yes,  sir.  I  mention  it  because  I  had  never  made  a 
statement  that  I  had  never  known  Col.  Mulhall. 

Previous  to  the  campaign  of  1910,  in  the  sixth  district  of  New 
Jersey,  and  before  I  had  received  the  nomination,  a  man  came  into 
my  lumber  office  at  No.  1  Madison  Avenue,  and  introduced  himself 
as  Col.  Mulhall,  a  representative  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association. 
Previous  to  that  time  I  had  never  heard  of  either  one.  I  asked 
him  what  I  could  do  for  him.  He  said,  "  It  looks  as  if  you  were 
going  to  get  the  nomination,  and  I  wanted  to  find  out  how  you  stood 
on  the  important  matters  of  the  day.'* 
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Among  other  things,  I  told  him  that  I  stood  for  protection  to 
American  industries,  and  also  protection  to  American  labor,  and 
regarding  the  latter  I  referred  him  to  the  record  of  the  company  of 
which  I  was  then  president,  which  during  its  entire  49  years  or  its 
existence  had  never  had  a  strike;  that  wnen  our  men  were  sick  we 
kept  their  jobs  open  for  them  and  paid  them  full  time.  He  said, 
"  Our  association  is  looking  after  those  things,  and  as  their  repre- 
sentative, I  can  help  you."  I  said,  "After  I  get  the  nomination, 
come  to  me  again  and  I  will  tell  you  then  that  you  can  go  ahead 
and  help." 

After  I  received  the  nomination  he  came  again.  He  showed  me 
letters  from,  I  think.  Vice  President  Sherman,  Congressman  Gardner, 
and  several  other  Congressmen  and  Senators,  stating  that  he  was 
perfectly  reliable  and  all  that  sort  of  thing;  and  it  was  my  iBrst 
experience  in  a  national  campaign,  and  I  took  it  for  granted  that  if 
all  these  gentlemen  placed  confidence  in  him  I  could. 

He  then  insisted  upon  hiring  two  rooms  for  me  in  a  hotel  in  Pater- 
son.  I  did  not  want  the  rooms,  but  he  said  that  we  ought  to  have 
them.  I  said,  "All  right,  whatever  you  suggest,  I  suppose,  is  proper," 
and  he  hired  those  two  rooms. 

I  visited  those  rooms,  I  think,  four  or  five  times,  and  the  only 
people  that  ever  I  met  there  were  newspaper  men. 

I  see  by  the  papers  that  he  claims  to  have  spent  in  my  behalf  sev- 
eral thousand  dollars.  He  claims  that  he  spent  every  cent  in  my 
campaign. 

I  had  been  assessed  by  the  Bergen  County  committee  $250,  which 
I  paid  myself. 

Senator  Nbi^son.  You  mean  by  the  Republican  committee? 

Mr.  McCluWE.  The  Republican  committee.  I  was  assessed  by  the 
xtepublican  county  committee  of  Passaic  County  $2,000.  I  paid  them 
$1,000  and  told  them  I  would  not  pay  them  any  more;  there  was  no 
reason  why,  if  Bergen  County  assessed  me  only  $250,  they  should 
assess  me  $2,000.     Nor  did  I  pay  them  any  more. 

Sussex  Countv  did  not  assess  me  anything,  and  I  sent  them  a  check 
for  $200. 

He  mentioned  the  fact  of  collecting,  or  my  receiving,  from  Col. 
Barber,  a  manufacturer  in  Paterson,  the  sum  of  $2,000.  1  had  known 
Col.  Barber  for  a  great  many  years  in  a  military  way.  I  considered 
him  a  personal  friend.  I  needed  money  in  the  campaign,  and  I  bor- 
rowed $2,000  from  Col.  Barber  on  collateral  securities;  and  I  paid 
Col.  Barber  back  the  $2,000  which  he  loaned  me. 

I  notice  that  Mr.  Mulhall  states  that  he  called  with  me  upon  the 
manufacturer  in  a  factory  there  in  Paterson,  and  tried  to  get  me  per- 
mission to  go  in  and  see  the  men,  and  that  the  man  had  stated — 
the  manager  had  stated — that  he  would  rather  give  $500  or  $600  than 
let  me  in ;  and  that  I  growled  all  the  way  home  about  his  not  taMng 
that  $500  or  $600,  in  which  there  is  absolutelj;  no  truth.  The  man 
that  he  mentions  is  the  manager,  or  was  at  the  time,  of  the  locomotive 
works  there — ^I  can  not  think  of  their  name— but  I  stated  merely  that 
r  wanted  to  go  down  there  and  have  permission  to  go  in  and  see  the 
men.  He  said,  "  I  will  go  along  with  you."  He  sai<lj  "  We  want  to 
hire  a  cab."  I  said,  "All  right ;  we  will  hire  one."  When  we  got  in 
the  cab  he  pulled  the  shades  down.  I  did  not  understand  why  he 
did  that,  and  I  asked  him  why.    "Why,"  he  said,  "  it  will  not  be  wdl 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       2893 

for  you  to  be  seen  with  me."  I  said, "  Why  ?  I  generally  fight  in  the 
open,  and  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  I  should  not  be  seen  with  you." 
"  Well,"  he  said,  "  I  am  known  pretty  well  here."  I  could  not  make 
anything  out  of  that.  We  finally  reached  this  locomotive  works  and 
saw  the  manager.  He  gave  me  permission  to  see  the  men.  I  went 
in  and  was  introduced  to  the  men  by  a  foreman.  I  saw  probably 
four  or  five  hundred  men.'  When  I  came  out  and  went  back  into  the 
office,  Col.  Mulhall  asked  this  man  if  he  could  not  help  in  a  monetary 
way.  It  was  a  rather  halting  sort  of  a  proposition,  and  the  manager, 
as  I  recollect  it,  became  impatient,  and  he  said,  "  Well,  now,  why 
don't  you  hit  the  mark  ?  What  is  it  that  you  want,  money  ? " 
"  Well,"  he  said,  "  yes,  I  would  like  to  get  some  money."  "  Why," 
he  said,  ""  I  feel  pretty  poor  now.  I  do  not  feel  hardly  able  enough  to 
buy  a  suit  of  clothes."    And  they  did  not  get  a  cent  out  of  that  man. 

tlol.  Mulhall,  I  believe,  also  states  that  I  ate  my  meals  with  him, 
for  which  he  paid,  every  day.  I  do  not  recollect  eating  a  meal  with 
Col.  Mulhall  auring  that  campaign  anywhere. 

He  says  that  at  the  end  of  the  campaign  he  and  I  slept  together. 
Perish  the  thought.  I  slept  home  every  night  during  that  1910  cam- 
paign, with  the  exception  of  one  night,  on  which  I  made  a  tour  of 
Sussex  County  with  the  candidate  for  governor  at  that  time,  Mr. 
Lewis,  and  we  stopped  at  a  hotel  in  Xewton,  and  I  paid  my  own  way, 
as  I  usually  did,  and  I  did  not  see  anything  of  Col.  Mulhall.  I  do  not 
think  he  was  within  100  miles  of  the  place.  He  speaks  about  paying 
money  to  George  Burke,  who  was  my  campaign  manager  in  ^Passaic 
Countv.  I  have  here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Burke  which  I  should  like  to 
read,  dated  July  15,  1913. 

Senator  Waush.  Where  is  he? 

Mr.  McClave.  In  Paterson. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  living  at  Paterson? 

Mr.  McClave.  In  Paterson.  He  is  secretary  of  the  Pica  Club, 
representing  15  or  20  different  newspapers.  He  ran  once  for  Con- 
gress. This  is  bearing  on  the  case,  and  I  would  like  to  read  it  [indi- 
cating letter]. 

The  Chairman.  All  right ;  go  ahead  and  read  it. 

Mr.  McClave  (reading) : 

McClave  Exhibit  1. 

Pica  Club,  Colt  Building, 

Patvrxon,  .Y.  «/.,  July  /J,  191S. 

My  Dear  Ma  job:  I  have  your  letter  iu  rejsanl  to  Mulhall;  I  iutended  to 
write  you  before,  but  I  have  been  away  for  a  week  with  the  Elks.  You  always 
had  that  fellow  right;  I  recall  your  telling  nie  in  your  canii)aigu  that  you  be- 
lieved he  was  a  fake,  and  th'it  is  what  he  has  turned  out  to  be.  I  see  by  his 
testimony  that  he  says  I  was  on  the  pay  roll  of  tlie  Nat.  Manufacturers  Asso. 
If  he  had  me  on  there,  then  he  kept  the  salary,  for  one  thing  sure  is  I  never 
got  it.  In  one  reix)rt  he  refers  to  me  iu  19C)4;  that  is  the  year  Allen  ran;  I 
never  saw  Mulhall  until  two  years  after  that,  and  then  only  twice:  then  again 
when  you  ran  and  I  know  that  we  were  l)oth  reluctant  to  have  anything  to  do 
with  him.  I  rend  your  statement  in  the  Newark  News  before  I  received  your 
letter.  According  to  his  talk  here  he  had  everybody  in  town  on  the  imy  roll, 
but  when  pressed  in  Washington  he  could  only  re^'all  the  name  of  the  one  who 
was  never  in  his  employ,  and  I  only  went  around  those  headquarters  a  few 
times  in  the  daylight  to  meet  you.  He  told  me  that  he  spent  $800  for  you ;  now 
It  is  raised  to  $3,900;  any  money  he  got  he  held  so  far  as  you  and  I  were 
concerned.    With  kindest  regards,  I  am. 

Yours,  very  sincerely,  O.  H.  Bubke. 
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The  Chairman.  Mark  this  as  an  exhibit  and  put  it  in  the  record. 

(The  letter  referred  to  was  marked  "  McClave  Exhibit  No.  1.") 

Mr.  McClave.  I  have  here  the  World  of  Friday,  July  4,  with  cer- 
tain letters  I  presume  to  be  in  relation  to  the  1910  campaign.  If  you 
will  notice  the  letters,  they  are  all  dated,  with  the  exception  of  mine. 
That  letter  was  written  in  1912. 

The  Chairman.  This  is  a  letter  -which  Mr.  Mulhall  had  printed  in 
the  World  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  will  leave  that  with  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  suggest  that  you  go  on. 

The  Chairman.  All  right,  Mr.  McClave.  Is  there  any  other  state- 
ment you  desire  to  make? 

Mr.  McClave.  So  far  as  I  know,  Mr.  Mulhall  never  paid  to  any 
of  the  county  committees  any  money  for  my  campaign. 

So  far  as  I  know,  he  never  collected  any  money  for  my  campaign. 

So  far  as  I  know,  he  never  spent  any  money  for  my  campaign,  ex- 
cepting to  pay  for  those  rooms  that  he  called  my  headquarters- 
He  did  not  even  pay  for  printing  bills  that  he  had  contracted.  I 
remember  one  was  a  poster  to  which  I  objected.  It  was  against  Mr. 
Hughes,  showing  his  record,  I  believe  to  be  a  blank  on  one  side  and 
showing  my  record  on  the  other. 

I  never  believed  in  running  down  an  opponent,  and  that  is  the 
reason  why  I  objected.  But  he  had  the  posters  printed  and  put  on 
the  bill  boards. 

Here  a  few  months  ago,  or  shortly  after  the  1912  campaign,  an 
agent  of  the  bill  poster's  company  called  upon  me  for  the  payment  of 
that  bill,  and  I  told  him  that  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it  and  referred 
him  to  Col.  Mulhall,  who  had  contracted  it  and  who,  I  believe,  had 
rooms  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

I  had  confidence  in  Mr.  Mulhall  because  of  his  several  letters  that 
he  had  from  the  prominent  politicians  of  our  country,  and  even  had 
that  confidence  in  him  up  to  and  including  the  1912  campaign ;  but  I 
learned  afterwards  that  he  had  been  discharged  from  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  a  considerable  time  before  1912.  As  I 
stated  before,  he  had  represented  himself  as  an  agent  of  the  same 
association.  He  then  got  me  to  write  the  letter  that  is  in  that  exhibit 
there  in  the  World. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  say  that  you  wrote  that  in  1912  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  In  1912:  and  after  the  campaign,  no  result  having 
been  obtained,  I  wrote  him  a  letter  asking  him  to  return  that  letter, 
that  from  what  I  heard  of  him  it  was  a  dangerous  letter  to  have  in  the 
hands  of  a  man  of  that  kind ;  but  I  never  got  the  letter. 

I  think  at  the  end  of  the  1910  campaign,  as  near  as  my  recollection 
serves,  he  pleaded  with  me  to  give  him  a  letter  commending  him  for 
his  work,  so  that  he  could  show  it  to  his  employers.  As  nearly  as 
I  can  recollect,  I  gave  him  such  a  letter,  and  at  the  time  I  gave  that 
letter  I  thought  it  was  justified,  because  I  took  his  word  for  it  that  he 
had  helped  me  very  materially.  It  was  only  after  the  1912  cam- 
paign, after  making  investigations,  that  I  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  had  not  helped  me,  and  I  looked  up  the  records  through  the 
State  Manual  giving  the  votes. 
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His  claim  was  that  he  was  going  to  help  me  by  increasing  the 
Socialistic  vote,  and  as  nearly  as  I  recollect  it  it  was  in  either  one  of 
two  ways.  The  year  1908  showed  a  larger  Socialistic  vote  than  the 
year  1910  when  I  ran  for  Congress,  while  the  Socialistic  candidate  for 
governor  received  more  votes  than  the  Socialistic  candidate  for  Con- 
gress, showing  that  he  had  not  helped  me  very  much  in  that  direction. 
The  entire  Socialistic  vote  for  Congress,  as  I  recollect  it.  was  about 
1,000. 

When  these  bills  came  to  me  to  be  paid,  I  wrote  him  a  very  nice 
letter  asking  him  if  he  would  not  pay  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Which  bills? 

Mr.  McClavb.  Different  bills. 

Senator  Seed.  In  what  campai^  ? 

Mr.  McCiiAVE.  The  1910  campaign.  I  wrote  him  a  ver\'  nice  letter 
asking  him  if  he  would  not  pay  them,  as  he  had  contracted  them. 

If  my  recollection  serves  me  right,  there  was  one  bill  that  I  myself 
paid,  of  $127,  that  he  had  contracted.  I  think  it  was  in  connection 
with  some  newspaper  advertisements. 

I  refused  absolutely  to  pay  the  bill-posting  bill,  for  the  reason  that 
I  was  against  that  Wind  of  a  campaign,  and  he  had  done  it  against 
my  wishes. 

I  claim  that  Col.  Mulhall  has  perjured  himself  before  this  com- 
mittee. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  one  moment,  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  matter  for  the  committee  to  determine. 
That  is  a  qiiestion  of  law  and  fact  to  be  determined  by  the  committee. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  am  not  acquainted  with  the  law. 

The  Chairman.  It  takes  two  witnesses,  under  the  law. 

Mr.  McClave.  If  there  are  any  letters  that  the  committee  have, 
about  which  you  would  like  to  ask  me  questions,  or  if  Col.  Mulhall 
is  here  and  has  any  Questions  that  he  wants  to  ask  me,  I  should  like 
to  have  it  done  now,  because  the  campaign  that  I  am  interested  in  in 
the  sixth  district  comes  to  an  end  in  a  very  few  days.  The  election 
comes  off  on  Tuesday,  and  I  do  not  want  to  have  any  deathbed  repent- 
ances or  confessions,  or  something  of  that  sort,  that  I  can  not  answer. 

The  Chairman.  Are  you  througli  with  your  statement  now? 

Mr.  McClave.  As  far  as  I  can  recollect ;  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh,  have  you  any  questions? 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  you  running  for  Congress  now  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  I  suppose,  of  course,  as  the  candidate  of  the 
Republican  Party? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  what  did  Col.  Mulhall  do  in  the  campaign  of 
1910? 

Mr.  McClave.  All  that  I  know  that  he  did  was  that  he  hired  the 
two  rooms  mentioned,  got  out  these  posters  that  I  speak  of,  and 
went  with  me  to  this  locomotive  works  in  Paterson — I  wish  I  could 
think  of  their  name,  but  I  guess  there  was  only  one  there  at  that 
time — and  saw  the  manager.    That  is  all  I  can  recollect  that  he  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  evidently  of  no  particular  consequence, 
apparently. 

ifr.  McClave.  I  considered  it  that  wav. 
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Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  further  in  the  matter  did  you  do? 

Mr.  McClave.  Nothing  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  you  did  not  see  any  necessity  at  all  to 
have  these  rooms  at  the  hotel  for  headquarters? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  never  saw  anybody  there  except  some 
newspaper  men? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  all,  and  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  meet  at  any  place  any  of  the  political 
leaders  anywhere  around  in  your  district  for  the  purpose  of  enlist- 
ing their  activities,  or  for  the  purpose  of  conferring  with  them  about 
conditions  existing  in  their  particular  localities? 

Mr.  McClave.  As  I  recollect,  I  went  to  a  dinner  of  the  county 
committeemen  of  Passaic  Countv,  because  there  had  been  a  rumor 
that  I  was  not  going  to  pay  my  assessment;  and  I  went  there  that 
night  and  told  tiiem  that  such  a  story  was  false,  that  I  was  going 
to  pay  them,  but  not  all  that  they  had  assessed  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  they  were  asking  vou  how  much  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  $2,000. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  they  convene? 

Mr.  McClave.  This  night  I  speak  of? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  McClave.  It  was  in  a  restaurant  opposite  the  city  hall  in 
Paterson. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  far  from  Bergen  is  that? 

Mr.  McClave.  Bergen  is  just  across  the  Passaic  River,  I  imagine 
15  or  20  minutes'  ride  on  the  trolley  car. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  is  the  only  occasion  that  you  can  recall 
when  you  met  any  of  the  gentlemen  in  your  district  for  consultation 
or  conference? 

Mr.  McCla^'e.  That  is  all  that  I  can  recall  now.  This  is  three 
years  ago.     That  is  all  that  I  can  recall. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  only  literature  of  that  kind  you  got  out 
was  these  biographical  sketches  that  appeared  in  the  newspapers? 

Mr.  McClave.  Well,  I  wrote  letters  to  the  different  manufacturers, 
asking  if  they  would  not  contribute  to  my  campaign.  That  is  all 
I  can  recollect. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  wrote  around  to  the  different  manufacturers? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  did  vou  get  in  that  way? 

Mr.  McClave.  About  $125/ 1  think. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  kind  of  representations  did  you  put  up 
to  these  various  manufacturers  in  order  to  raise  this  tremendous 
sum? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  told  them,  as  near  as  I  recollect,  that  as  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  Republican  Party  I  was  a  protectionist,  and  I 
thought  they  were  interested  in  a  campaign  of  that  kind  and  ought 
to  hejp  me  out ;  that  I  had  been  unable  to  get  any  assistance  from  the 
Republican  committee — that  is,  the  national  committee  or  the  State 
committee  or  the  congressional  committee;  that  I  had  to  bear  the 
expense  myself. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  letter? 
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Mr.  McClave.  No  :  I  do  not  believe  I  have. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  anything  further? 

Mr.  McClave.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Senator  Waubh.  The  rest  of  your  activities,  as  I  understand  you, 
consisted  in  addressing  these  meetings? 

Mr.  McClavb.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  when  you  began  making  the 
speeches? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Can  you  recall  how  many  speeches  you  made? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir;  I  can  not.  Some  nights  I  was  pretty  busy 
and  made  three  or  four  in  a  night. 

Senator  Waljsh.  And  how  soon  after  your  nomination  did  you 
b^n  that,  making  nightly  addresses? 

Sfr.  McClave.  Just  as  soon  as  the  itinerary  was  arranged. 

Senator  Walsh.  After  your  nomination  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Sentaor  Walsh.  Was  this  visit  to  the  locomotive  works  made  dur- 
ign  the  daytime  or  nighttime  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  During  the  daytime.  I  just  recall  the  name.  It  is 
the  Cook  Locomotive  Works. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  there  was  one  occasion,  at  least,  on  which  you 
did  devote  to  this  campaign  a  portion  of  the  time  that  you  would 
ordinarily  devote  to  your  private  business  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  the  one  day  that  you  went  to  see  tlie 
locomotive  works  people? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  was  the  one  day.  There  may  have  been  others, 
but  that  was  the  only  day  I  can  recollect. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  was  no  other  occasion,  that  you  can  think 
of  now,  that  diverted  your  attention  from  your  regular  business 
affairs? 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  there  may  have  been,  but  I  can  not  think  of 
them  now. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  say,  they  were  not  important  enough  so  that  you 
can  recall  staying  away  from  your  business  any  more  than  this 
one  day? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  I  can  not  recollect  that  it  was  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  are  unable  now  to  recall,  Mr.  McClave, 
any  services  rendered  by  Mr.  Mulhall  other  than  these  you  have 
spoken  of — of  getting  out  these  posters  and  the  hiring  of  the  rooms  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  all  I  recollect. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  I  do  not  wonder  at  all  that  you  reached 
the  conclusion  that  he  was  a  fake.  How  early  in  the  campaign  did 
you  arrive  at  that  conclusion?  I  see  from  tlie  letter  of  Mr.  Burke 
that  you  got  that  idea  very  speedily. 

Mr.  McClave.  Well,  by  his  actions.  He  was  so  very  mysterious. 
At  the  rooms  he  had  in  the  hotel  there  was  a  back  door,  and  he 
wanted  a  lock  fixed  on  that,  I  believe,  and  a  key  given  to  him,  so  that 
he  could  go  in  the  back  way  and  up  into  the  rooms  that  way. 
Whenever  I  went  in  there  I  always  tried  to  go  in  the  front  way; 
and  while  I  felt  that  the  man  was  peculiar,  and  told  Mr.  Burke  so, 
he  having  all  these  letters  that  he  had  from  these  different  Con- 
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F'essmen  and  Senators,  I  thought  that  I  must  be  mistaken;  and,  as 
say,  I  continued  to  think  that  possibly  he  was  all  right,  up  to  and 
after  the  campaign  of  1912. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  the  letter  you  read  here  conveyed  rather  a 
different  idea.  Mr.  Burke,  I  recall — and  I  wanted  to  call  the  matter 
to  your  attention — says  in  his  letter : 

I  recall  your  telling  me  In  that  campaign  that  you  believed  he  was  a  fake, 
and  that  is  what  he  has  turned  out  to  be. 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  My  question  was  as  to  when  it  was  during  the 
campaign  that  you  arrived  at  this  conclusion  that  he  was  a  fake  ? 
•    Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  know  just  exactly  when  it  was ;  but  it  was 
some  time  during  the  campaign  that  I  believe  I  said  that  to  Mr. 
Burke. 

Senator  Walbh.  Did  you  subsequently  change  your  mind  about  it  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  still  always  had  the  impression ;  but,  as  I  stated, 
because  of  these  different  letters  he  had,  I  thought  I  must  be  mis- 
taken. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  that  impression,  whatever  it  was, 
was  more  than  overcome  by  the  letters  of  commendation  that  he 
brought  to  you  from  these  eminent  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Waush.  So  that  whatever  misgivings  you  might  have  had 
about  the  colonel,  you  quit  the  campaign  feeling  that  after  all  he 
was  all  right? 

Mr.  McCi^vE.  I  thought  he  must  be,  having  all  these  letters. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  evidently  continued  in  that  belief  until 
after  the  campaign  of  1912. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand  you  that  you  protested  against  his 
engaging  the  rooms,  anjway,  Mr.  McClave? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  so  far  as  you  can  now  see,  it  was  a  useless 
expenditure  of  money? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  Likewise  with  regard  to  the  posters,  you  felt  that 
it  was  not  a  legitimate  kind  of  campaigning,  and  would  do  no  good, 
anyhow  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  the  way  I  felt. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  your  conviction  always  has  been  that  his  serv- 
ices were  utterly  useless  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  the  way  I  believed ;  yes.  That  is,  I  thought 
possibly  he  might  have  done  some  good  which  I  did  not  know  any- 
thing about,  but  from  all  the  evidence  I  could  see  on  the  outside,  he 
had  not  helped  me  at  all ;  but  he  having  these  letters  from  these  dif- 
ferent politicians  speaking  of  him  so  commendably,  I  thought  pos- 
sibly I  must  be  mistaken  in  the  man. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  show  you  this  letter,  marked  4389,  4390, 
and  4391,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  your  signature  appended  to  the 
letter  and  whether  vou  wrote  it  ? 

Mr.  McClave  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Waush.  Likewise  this  letter  marked  8980.  I  ask  you 
whether  that  is  in  your  handwriting? 
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Mr.  McClave  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Waush.  I  now  show  you  the  bill  marked  "  3979,"  and  ask 
vou  if  that  is  the  bill  referred  to  in  the  letter  which  you  have  just 
identified,  marked  "  3980." 

Mr.  McClave  (after  examining  paper) .    I  guess  that  is  the  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  is  the  bill  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  the  bill. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  letter  to  you : 

(3980.) 

McClave  Lumber  Co., 
yew  York,  Nov,  J^,  1910. 

OoL   M.  M.   MlTLHALL, 

Nat.  Assn.  Mfgs.,  170  Bway.,  City. 

Deab  Colonel:  Enclosed  please  find  bill  from  the  News  for  ad.  mid  post 
biUs.  which  I  understand  from  Mr.  Burke  and  Mr.  Hand  you  agreed  to  staud» 
and  trust  you  will  pay  it,  as  I  am  about  broke. 

Had  Bergen  County  given  her  old-time  Republican  majority  instead  of  a 
Democratic  one  of  over  3,000,  there  would  have  been  a  different  story  to  tell. 
I  am  satisfied  you  did  great  work  for  me  in  Passaic  Go. 
Yours,  truly, 

S.  Wood  McClave. 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  the  great  work  you  thought  he  had  done 
for  you  when  you  wrote  that  letter  of  November  14,  1910,  within  two 
weeks  after  the  election? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  thought  that  he  had  helped  me  to  poll  up  a  big 
vote,  from  what  he  had  told  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  had  he  told  you  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  told  me  that  he  had  increased  the  Socialistic 
vote^  and  be  had  got  a  great  many  of  the  laboring  people  to  vote 
for  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  do  you  know  he  did  not? 

Mr.  McClave..!  do  not  know  that  he  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  but  you  did  say  at  that  time  that  he  did ;  and 
you  knew  a  little  better  about  it  at  that  time  than  you  do  now,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Afterwards,  in  making  inquiries  around,  I  could  not 
find  where  he  had  ^one. 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  you  make  these  inquiries? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  was  after  the  campaign  of  1912. 

Senator  Walsh.  After  the  campaign  or  1912  you  inquired  where  he 
had  gone  during  the  campaign  of  1910? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  looked  at  the  different  returns,  and  I  could  not 
see  from  the  Socialistic  vote  that  he  had  increased  the  Socialistic  vote 
to  any  material  extent. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  to  say,  you  had  been  laboring  under  the 
impression  for  two  years  that  he  had  done  a  great  work  for  you  in 
Passaic  County? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  But,  looking  at  the  official  returns,  you  reached 
the  conclusion  that  that  was  not  true? 

Mr.  McClave.  Not  necessarily  all  that.    That  was  part  of  it. 

Senator  Wamh.  If  there  was  any  more,  Mr.  McClave 

Mr.  >MoOi^VE.  Mr.  Burke  could  not  tell  me  where  he  had  assisted 
me. 
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Senator  Walsh.  He  was  your  campaign  manager? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  McClave,  you  talked  with  Mr.  Burke  about 
this  bill,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Burke  did  not  know  any  more  about  this  in 
1912  than  he  did  in  1910,  did  he? 

Mr.  McClave.  About  the  bill  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  but  about  the  work  that  he  did? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  presume  that  he  did.  I  never  questioned  the  man 
until  I  became  suspicious  of  him  after  1912. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  McClave,  you  and  Mr,  Burke  canvassed  this 
particular  bill  at  length,  did  you  not,  in  November,  1910,  when  it 
was  first  presented  to  you  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No  ;  I  think  not.  I  do  not  think  that  the  bill  was 
presented  until  quite  a  while  after  the  campaign.  That  I  can  not 
recollect. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  us  recall  the  date  of  your  letter;  Novem- 
ber 14. 

Mr.  McClave.  November  14.    That  was  after  the  election. 

Senator  Walsh.  Within  a  week  or  10  days. 

Mr.  McClave.  If  my  recollection  serves  me  right  at  this  time,  I 
paid  that  bill  out  of  my  own  funds. 

Senator  Walsh.  No  doubt.  But  let  us  talk  about  Mr.  Burke  for 
a  moment.  You  canvassed  this  bill  at  that  time  with  Mr.  Burke,  did 
you  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  I  do  not  recollect,  unless  I  asked  Mr.  Burke 
if  Mulhall  had  ordered  this  work ;  and  I  thought  he  ought  to  pay  it. 

Senator  WaiJsh.  Mr.  Burke  did  not  tell  you  anything  at  that  time, 
did  he,  about  the  inefficiency  of  Mulhall's  work? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  I  do  not  recollect. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  made  no  complaint  at  that  time  that  Mulhall 
had  not  done  anything? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  was  perfectly  satisfied  at  that  time,  because  I  took 
Mr.  Mulhall's  word  that  he  had. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  Mr.  Burke  was,  because  he  broke  out 
into  no  complaint  at  that  time  about  Mulhall,  did  he? 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  no;  except  in  a  general  way.  He  felt  somewhat 
similar  to  the  way  I  did  toward  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  was  that  he  was  a  fake  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Well,  I  do  not  know  that  I  would  put  it  in  that 
strong  language,  as  a  fake ;  but  that  he  was  peculiar. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  at  that  time  Mr.  Burke  said  nothing  to 
you  to  dispossess  you  of  the  erroneous  idea  that  Mr.  Mulhall  nad 
done  any  work  at  all? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  did  he  say? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  can  not  recollect. 

Senator  Waush.  But,  anyway,  whatever  he  said,  it  was  not  enough 
to  dispossess  you  of  the  idea  wnich  you  expressed  in  this  letter,  that 
he  had  done  a  great  work  for  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  because,  as  I  say,  these  different  letters  he  had 
from  these  different  people  made  me  think  I  was  wrong  in  my  estima- 
tion of  the  man. 
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Senator  Walsh.  You  were  around  in  the  district,  as  I  understand 
you,  every  night? 

Mr.  McClave.  Every  night.  Sometimes  in  Bergen  County,  some- 
times in  Passaic  County. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  everv  opportunity  for  ascertaining  what 
Col.  Mulhall  had  been  doing,  had  you  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  think  so ;  no. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  this  language  here,  in  which  you  recognize  the 
great  work  that  he  did  for  you,  had  no  meaning  at  all,  then  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Except  that  he  himself  said  that  he  had  helped  me 
very  materially. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now,  about  that;  the  way  he  was  going  to  help 
yoa  was  to  increase  the  Socialist  vote? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  was  one  of  his  ways;  yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  how  was  he  going  to  do  that  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  know. 

Senator  Walsh.  But,  Mr.  McClave,  were  you  running  for  Con- 
gress, with  a  man  engaged  in  an  effort  to  increase  the  Socialistic  vote 
in  your  interest  in  the  district,  and  j^ou  had  not  interest  enough  in 
the  matter  to  ascertain  how  he  was  going  to  do  it?  Is  that  what  you 
desire  these  gentlemen,  who  have  been  in  politics,  to  imderstand  ? 

Mr.  McClave.^  That  was  just  the  trouole.  This  was  my  first  time 
in  national  politics.  I  did  not  know  how  it  was  worked^  He  said  he 
was  going  to  take  care  of  the  Socialistic  vote  and  increase  it,  and  I 
told  him  all  right,  to  go  ahead ;  that  I  did  not  care. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  know  any  way  that  he  could  do  it 
except  to  go  out  and  preach  socialistic  doctrines,  did  you  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did  not  know  how  he  was  going  to  do  it. 

Senator  Waush.  And  you  did  not  care,  apparently  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  was  not  any  of  m^  business.  As  long  as  he  said 
he  was  going  to  increase  the  Socialistic  vote,  I  told  him  to  go  ahead 
and  do  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  referred  to  your  having  paid  this  bill  your- 
self. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  I  did ;  I  would  not  be  sure  about  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  show  you  this  letter  under  date  of  November  23, 
numbered  3992,  3993,  and  ask  vou  if  that  is  one  of  the  letters  you 
wrote  to  Col.  Mulhall  ?  ^  , 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes ;  that  is  a  letter  I  wrote. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

McClave  Lumber  Company, 

"Nev)  York,  Nov.  2S,  1910. 
CoL  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

62^  Oak  Av.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Mt  Deab  Colonel — 

Where  did  you  get  Col.  Mulhall's  Baltimore  address,  Mr.  McClave? 
Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  know. 
Senator  Walsh  (continuing  reading) : 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  19tli,  which  came  to  me  in  Connecticut, 
and,  in  reply,  beg  to  say  that  I  have  not  the  exact  figures,  but.  as  I  understand 
them.  Sussex  County  gave  Hughes  980,  Passaic  County  109,  and  Bergen  County 
3,063.  Everyone  told  me  to  keep  out  of  Bergen  County;  that  that  would  take 
care  of  me  without  bothering;  and  ao  I  followed  their  advice  and  stayed  in 
Passaic  County.  Very  possibly  even  had  I  gone  to  Bergen  County  It  would 
have  made  no  material  difference,  as  there  was  no  candidate  on  the  Republican 
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ticket,  with  the  exception  of  ct>roner8,  who  were  elected,  and  this  is  the  first 
time  in  a  gresit  many  years  that  Bergen  County  has  gone  Democratic. 

Now.  as  to  the  bills  that  I  wrote  you  about — 1.  e.,  $37.50  for  500  billboard 
sheets  and  $90  for  half  page  advertising  in  the  Paterson  News — as  I  wrote  you 
in  my  last  letter,  I  have  not  sufficient  funds  to  meet  these  bills.  I  have  paid 
everj'  obligation  that  I  had  ordered  myself,  and  from  what  Mr.  Burke  told  me 
these  last-mentioned  bills  are  an  arrangement  you  had  with  Mr.  Hand.  I  would 
be  glad  to  have  you  straighten  the  matter  out  with  the  News  people. 

I  inclose  you  a  clipping  from  the  News. 

Any  time  that  you  are  in  New  York  I  shall  be  glad  to  see  you. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

S.  Wood  McClavk. 

You  have  told  the  committee  here,  Mr.  McClave,  that  you  refused 
to  DHV'these  bills  because  you  had  not  ordered  them,  but  Col.  Mulhall 
had,  and  that  it  was  done  without  any  authority  from  you  at  all ; 
that  is  to  sav,  tliat  thev  were  not  obligations  of  yours. 

Mr.  McClave.  There  were  several  bills  there,  that  he  had  ordered, 
that  I  did  not  consider  were  obligations  of  mine. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  are  speaking  now  only  of  this  one  bill  to 
which  your  attention  has  been  invited,  and  in  respect  to  which  this 
correspondence  was  carried  on. 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  the  bill? 

Mr.  McClaa-e.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  told  the  committee  that  you  declined  to  pay 
that  because  you  had  not  ordered  it,  and  Col.  Mulhall  had  ordered 
the  work  without  any  authority  from  you  at  all. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  said  that  I  declined  to  pay  the  bill-postiing  bill, 
which,  as  nearly  as  I  recollect,  amounted  to  about  $90,  because  Col. 
Mulhall  had  ordered  it  done  against  my  express  wish. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  vou  not  likewise  tell  the  committee  that  you 
declined  to  pay  this  bill  for  the  same  reason,  but  that  subsequently 
you  did  pay  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  think  I  did  tell  them  about  this  bill,  but 
that  was  possibly  what  I  said  in  relation  to  that  bill,  and  I  think  now 
that  I  paid  that  bill  afterwards. 

Senator  Walsh.  If  there  is  any  mistake  about  this  matter — I  un- 
derstand you  to  say  now.  Mr.  McClave,  that  you  did  not  refuse  to  pay 
this  because  it  was  not  authorized  by  you. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  could  not  tell  you  about  that  bill,  whether  I  had 
refused  to  pay  it  or  not;  but  I  refused  to  pay  several  bills  that  Col. 
Mulhall  had  ordered. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes ;  but  now  take  this  No.  3979.  I  have  invited 
your  attention  to  a  letter  here 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  which  you  offer  a  certain  reason  for  not  paying 
that  biU? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  not  that  you  had  not  authorized  it.  What 
are  we  to  understand  to  be  your  attitude  with  respect  to  the  matter 
now! 

Mr.  McClave.  If  my  recollection  serves  me  now,  I  refused  to  pay 
the  bill  at  the  time  because  I  had  not  ordered  it;  and  if  my  recollec- 
tion still  further  serves  me,  I  paid  that  bill  afterwards. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now  I  will  invite  your  attention  to  the  fact  thart 
that  is  not  the  reason  you  gave  in  both  the  letters.    In  both  the  let- 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      2905 

ters  you  gave  as  a  reason  why  you  did  not  want  to  pay  it  that  it  was 
because  you  were  almost  broke. 

Mr.  McClave.  That  mi^ht  have  been  true  at  the  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Exactly.  If  it  were  a  fact,  as  you  now  tell  us, 
that  you  never  authorized  the  bills,  why  did  you  not,  when  you  wrote 
these" letters,  oflFer  that  as  a  reason? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  could  not  tell  you  at  this  time  why  I  did  not  say 
so ;  but  there  were  several  of  the  bills  there  that  he  had  ordered  done 
against  by  express  wish,  and  I  had  refused  to  pay  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  letter  3999, 4000,  under 
date  of  November  30,  and  a^k  you  if  that  is  a  letter  that  you  wrote  ? 

Mr.  McClave  (after  examination).  I  wrote  that  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  interrogating  you  about  that,  though,  I 
want  to  invite  your  attention  to  the  opening  of  this  letter  last  shown 
you,  3992,  3993,  in  which  you  say : 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  19th,  which  came  to  me  in  Connecticut 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  show  you  3989.    That  is  a  copy  of  that  letter 
to  you,  is  it  not,  dated  November  19  ? 
Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  got  that  letter  from  Col.  Mulhall  ? 
Mr.  McClave.  Let  me  read  it,  please. 
Senator  Walsh.  Certainly. 
Mr.  McClave  (after  examining  the  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  is  as  follows: 

(3989.) 

Washington,  D.  C.,  yoccmbcr  19,  1910. 
MaJ.  J.  Wood  McClave, 

Metropolitan  Life  Building,  1  Madison  Arimxic,  .Ycir  York  City. 

My  Deab  ^Iajob  :  Your  short  note  I  received  a  couple  of  days  ago.  I  got  to 
my  home  last  Monday,  and  I  have  been  under  the  doctor's  care  since. 

In  relation  to  those  bills  that  you  speak  about  in  your  brief  letter,  I  feel  that 
jou  ought  to  meet  them,  as  our  organization  did  more  for  that  district  last  fall 
than  any  other  district  in  the  United  States.  I  would  like  to  have  you  write 
me  at  once  concerning  this  matter,  for  I  feel  that  these  bills  should  be  met 
promptly.  Of  course,  I  stated  to  Mr.  Burke  that  if  you  did  not  meet  the  bills 
that  I  would  guarantee  them,  but  as  this  was  work  that  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  help  you  out  in  that  county,  and  of  direct  benefit  to  you,  our  people 
are*  under  the  impression  that  you  should  pay  them.  I  am  personally  out  of 
pocket  over  five  hundred  dollars  for  the  work  done  in  your  campaign,  and  if  I 
have  got  to  pay  those  bills,  it  will  come  directly  out  of  my  own  funds,  so  as  I 
was  not  a  candidate,  and  merely  helping  a  man  who,  I  thought,  could  be  elected, 
who  should  have  come  from  his  own  county  with  a  splendid  majority,  you  can 
fully  reallase,  after  cari*ying  Passaic  County  by  the  majority  we  got,  what  a 
great  disappointment  It  was  to  your  friends  to  see  you  lose  Bergen  County  the 
way  you  did. 

When  you  answer  this  letter,  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would  send  me  the 
official  vote  of  the  sixth  congressional  district,  for  I  have  not  been  well,  as  I 
stated  in  the  fore  part  of  this  letter,  and  have  not  been  able  to  get  any  returns 
from  there. 

Hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing  from  you  soon,  I  remain. 
Very  respectfully, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md, 
05089— PT  20—13 6 
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Now  I  read  the  letter  3999,  4000,  as  follows : 

(3999,4000.) 

McClave  Lumbeb  CJompant, 
n^i    \jf    xr    xr  '^^"^  ^^''^*'  November  SO,  1910. 

Col.    M.    M.    MULHALL, 

62^  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Dear  Oolonel:  I  am  in  receipt  of  a  letter  this  morning  from  the  Pateraon 
News  people,  calliug  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  their  hill  of  $127.50  for 
advertising  and  bill  posters  has  not  been  paid  and  aslcing  me  to  remit 

As  stated  in  my  previous  letter,  I  have  not  the  funds  to  pay  these  bills.  As 
also  previously  stated,  I  have  paid  all  of  the  bills  which  I  personally  ordered 
and  felt  under  obligations  to  pay.  The  unpaid  bill  of  the  News  Company  was 
authorized  by  you.  Had  I  known  that  I  was  expected  to  pay  these  bills  they 
would  not  have  been  ordered,  as  I  do  not  believe  that  that  kind  of  advertlslne 
helps  very  much. 

Now,  the  question  is  simply  this :  Will  you  or  will  you  not  pay  these  bills? 
I  should  like  to  have  a  decided  answer  one  way  or  the  other,  and  I  am  sending 
this  In  registered  mall  so  that  I  will  be  sure  you  will  get  it 

The  matter  of  being  defeated  does  not  enter  Into  the  question  at  all,  except, 
possibly,  had  I  been  elected  there  would  have  been  no  question  on  your  part 
of  having  the  bills  paid;  but,  having  been  defeated,  it  seems  to  be  now  another 
question.  I  try  to  be  the  same  whichever  way  it  goes,  and  I  expect  other 
people  to  take  the  same  position. 

It  may  or  may  not  interest  you  to  know  that  I  am  going  to  run  again  two 
years  from  now. 

Very  truly,  yours,  S.  Wood  McClave. 

Who  did  you  expect  was  going  to  pay  these  bills? 
Mr.  McClave.  These  advertising  oills  ? 
Senator  Walsh.  The  bills  referred  to.    You  say : 

Had  I  known  I  was  expected  to  pay  these  bills  they  would  not  have  been  or- 
dered, as  I  do  not  believe  that  that  kind  of  advertising  helps  very  much. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  expected  the  man  that  ordered  them  was  going 
to  pay  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  Col.  Mulhall? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  interest  did  you  understand  Col.  Mulhall 
had  in  your  election  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No  more  than  what  he  said — that  he  was  a  rep- 
resentative of  the  Manufacturers'  Association,  and  that  he  was  ex- 
tending great  help  for  me  in  that  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  gather  any  kind  of  an  idea  from  what 
he  said  generally  about  how  much  money  he  was  spending  to  accom- 
plish this  great  work  in  your  behalf? 

Mr.  McCla\'e.  No;  he  never  told  me  any  amounts  he  was  expend- 
ing, except  in  that  letter  where  he  said  he  had  spent  $500  out  of  his 
own  pocket,  and  from  other  statements  that  he  had  spent  some  $3,900 
of  the  association's  money.  That  would  make  about  $4,400.  I  would 
like  to  know  where  it  went. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    And  where  did  you  get  this  information? 

Mr.  McCLA^^.  Which  information? 

Senator  Walsh.  About  the  $4,400. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  saw  in  the  paper  that  he  testified  that  he  had 
spent  $3,900  in  my  campaign,  1  think.  And  now  I  recall  the  fact 
that  he  said  he  had  spent  $500  out  of  his  own  pocket ;  and  $500  and 
$3,900  make  $4,400  according  to  my  calculation. 
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Senator  Wai^h.  I  am  trying  to  carry  you  back  to  the  time  >vhen 
this  campaign  was  going  on  in  1910.  Mr.  Mulhall  was  there,  and  he 
was  evidently  interesting  himself  in  your  campaign,  with  or  without 
your  solicitation,  and  he  was  ordering  these  bills,  and  you  were  not 
expecting  to  pay  them ;  you  were  expecting  some  one  else  was  going  to 
pay  them.  Did  you  understand  that  Mr.  Mulhall  was  going  to  pay 
them  out  of  his  own  personal  funds? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  I  presumed  it  was  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  that  was  going  to  pay  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  did  you  understand  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  was  going  to  get  in  return  for  this  effort  that 
they  made  to  obtain  your  election? 

Mr.  McClave.  They  were  going  to  get  a  Representative  in  Con- 
gress who  was  for  protection  to  American  industries,  which  was  a 
vital  issue  with  them,  as  it  is  with  the  country  generalW,  and  I 
thought  if  they  could  give  me  any  help,  as  long  as  the  national  com- 
mittee was  not  helping  me,  I  was  perfectly  willing  to  take  it,  because 
the  rumor  was  that  the  Federation  of  Labor  had  helped  Billy  Hughes 
to  the  extent  of  $5,000,  and  they  told  me  about  it,  and  I  said,  "All 
right;  Billy  is  very  lucky  if  he  can  get  the  Federation  of  Labor  to 
help  him.  I  am  glad  he  is  able  to  do  so,  because  I  can  not  get  any 
help  from  my  people." 

Senator  Walsh.  And  in  that  situation  of  affairs  you  were  quite 
willing  to  accept  whatever  help  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers gave? 

Mr.  McCi-AVB.  I  certainly  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  what  vou  meant  here  was  that  vou  insisted 
that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  should  pay  this  bill  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  ^Vhy,  ves.    He  was  their  representative. 

Senator  Walsh  (reading  from  3999,  4000)  : 

Now.  the  question  Is  simply  this:  Win  yon  or  will  you  not  pay  these  bills? 
I  should  like  to  have  a  decided  answer  one  way  or  the  other,  and  I  am  sending 
this  in  registered  mail  so  that  I  will  be  sure  you  will  get  it. 

The  matter  of  being  defeated  does  not  enter  into  the  question  at  all,  except 
possibly  had  I  been  elected  there  would  have  been  no  question  on  your  part  of 
having  the  bills  paid,  but  having  been  defeated  it  seems  to  be  now  another 
queption.  I  try  to  be  the  same  whichever  way  !t  goes,  and  I  expect  other 
people  to  take  the  same  position. 

It  may  or  may  not  interest  you  to  know  that  I  am  going  to  run  again  two 
years  from  now. 

How  did  vou  feel  that  that  would  be  of  interest  to  them  ? 

•>  

Mr.  McCi^vT-:.  I  do  not  know.  I  meant  to  imply  that  I  was  not 
cast  down  at  the  defeat  and  I  proposed  to  run  again. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  said,  "  It  may  or  may  not  be  of  interest 
to  know  that  I  am  going  to  run  again." 

Mr.  McCi^vE.  That  is  true. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  vou  are  not  the  onlv  devotee  of  the 
policy  of  protection  in  that  district? 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  no;  not  at  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  there  would  not  be  any  reason  for  preferring 
you  over  any  other  man  who  might  happen  to  be  the  Republican 
candidate  in  that  district? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  only  I  was  the  only  one  who  seemed  to  have 
nerve  enough  to  rucu 
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Senator  Walsh.  You  coupled  this  statement,  however,  with  the 
preceding  one: 

The  matter  of  being  defeated  does  not  enter  into  the  question  at  all,  except 
possibly  had  I  been  elected  there  would  have  been  no  question  on  your  part  of 
having  the  bills  paid;  but  having  been  defeated,  it  seems  to  be  now  another 
question. 

That  is  to  say,  you  had  an  idea  that  if  you  had  been  elected  they 
would  not  have  hesitated  at  all  about  paying  the  bills? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  would  not.  I  do  not  know  anything  about  the 
association.  He  may  have  told  his  people,  you  know,  that  he  paid 
the  bills,  the  same  as  he  probably  told  them  he  had  spent  all  this 
money  he  claims  to  have  spent  in  the  district  for  me.  But  I  could 
not  see  any  evidences  of  it.  He  may  have  done  it.  I  say  I  had  con- 
fidence in  him  from  all  these  letters  he  had,  and  I  thought  f>ossibly 
I  was  mistaken  in  the  man. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  now  you  coupled  that  immediately  with  the 
statement : 

It  may  or  may  not  be  of  interest  to  you  to  know  that  I  am  going  to  run  two 
years  from  now. 

Mr.  McClavb.  Yes;  that  is  true. 

Senator  Walsh.  Naturally  suggesting  tQ  the  reader  of  this  that 
.  you  indicated  to  him  it  would  be  a  pretty  good  idea  to  continue  to 
cultivate  your  friendship. 

Mr.  McClavb.  Not  necessarily. 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  not  necessarily,  but  that  is  the  reasonable 
inference  to  draw. 

Mr.  McClave.  It  may  be  in  some  minds ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not,  however,  intend  that  any  mind 
should  draw  that  inference — ^not  even  such  a  mind  as  Col.  MulhalPs. 

Mr.  McClave.  He  could  think  what  he  pleased. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  you  desired  he  should  think  what  he  pleased 
from  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes;  certainly. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  thought  so.  Have  you  the  newspaper  comment 
that  gave  rise  to  this  examination?  You  spoke  about  an  article  in 
the  Newark  News. 

Mr.  McClavb.  No;  I  have  not  that.  I  did  not  speak  about  that. 
Mr.  Burke  spoke  about  that.  I  have  not  seen  the  article,  so  I  do  not 
know  what  it  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  thought  you  referred  to  it. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  referred  to  this  article  in  the  paper  to-day. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  not  refer  to  an  interview  with  you  printed 
in  the  Newark  News? 

Mr.  McClavb.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Here  is  another  letter,  No.  4133,  to  which  I  in- 
vite your  attention.  That  is  another  letter  upon  this  matter,  that  you 
wrote,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  McClave  (after  examining  letter).  I  was  quite  right  I  did 
pay  that  bill  after  a  while;  $125, 1  see  it  is. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  concluded  that,  after  all,  perhaps  you  ought 
to  do  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  Because  they  should  not  lose,  I  thought,  on  mv 
account.    They  expected  that  I  was  the  one  to  pay  the  bul,  although 
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I  had  not  ordered  it.  I  had  expected  Col.  Mulhall  to  pay  the  bill,  but 
I  decided  afterwards  that  as  long  as  Col.  MulhaU  would  not  pay 
the  bill,  and  I  gave  him  plenty  of  opportunity  to  do  it,  I  would  pay 
it  myself.  That  was  my  impression,  and  that  letter  now  recalls  the 
fact 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  letter,  which  is  marked  4133: 

(4133.) 

MoClave  Lumber  Company, 

New  York,  March  i,  .1911. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Nat  Assn,  Mfgs,,  170  B'xcay,  City. 

Dear  Sib:  Mr.  Burke  &  also  Mr.  Hand  inform  me  that  a  bill  amounting 
to  $60  for  putting  up  the  posters  in  the  last  election  &  ordered  by  you  remains 
unpaid,  and  asked  me  to  write  you,  calling  your  attention  to  this  fact  and  ask 
you  to  send  a  check  in  settlement,  which  I  do,  and  trust  you  will  see  your  way 
clear  to  comply  with  their  request;  otherwise,  as  they  ordered  the  work  done 
through  you,  they  will  be  held  responsible.  For  your  informatoin  I  paid  the  bill 
for  the  posters,  amtg.  to  $125,  under  protest. 

Yours,  truly,  S.  Wood  McClave. 

This  was  the  bill  for  putting  up  the  posters  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  it  was  not.    The  $60  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  $60  was  for  putting  up  the  posters? 

Mr,  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  $127.50  was  for  the  printing  and  prepara- 
tion of  them  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  went  as  far,  then,  as  paying  for  the  printing 
of  them ;  but  as  to  the  putting  of  them  up,  you  made  your  stand  there 
and  refused  to  pay? 

Mr.  McClave.  And  I  believe  the  bill  has  never  been  paid  to  this 
day.     I  thought  the  bill  was  $90,  but  I  see  there  it  is  $60. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  now  invite  your  attention  to  what  purports  to 
be  a  letter  from  you,  appearing  in  the  New  York  World  under  date 
of  July  3,  1913.    You  wrote  that  letter,  I  suppose,  to  the  World, 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,    I  wrote  more  than  they  printed,  too. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes.  I  have  it  here.  [Producing  newspaper,  an 
article  in  which  was  afterwards  marked  "  McClave  Exhibit  2."] 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this : 

McClave  Exhibit  2. 

July  1,  1913. 
To  the  £2ditob  of  the  World, 

yew  York  Citi/. 

In  this  morning's  issue  of  your  paper,  relative  to  the  Mulhall  charges,  ap- 
pears this  item: 

"  In  a  letter  to  Bird  on  Jan.  .30.  1911,  replying  to  some  criticism  of  his  ix)- 
litical  expenditures  in  New  Jersey,  Col.  Mulhall  offered  to  *  bring  to  your  ofQce 
the  men  who  led  the  movement  in  the  sixth  congressional  district  that  I  worked 
In  last  fall,  and  I  know  those  gentlemen  can  convince  any  fair-minded  man  that 
there  was  not  a  dollar  paid  out  In  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district  in  the  late 
congressional  fight  to  elect  the  Congressman  there  that  did  not  pass  through  my 
hands,  outside  of  the  amounts  that  I  helped  to  collect  to  pay  the  assessment 
demanded  by  the  Republican  county  committee  in  the  three  counties  in  that 
district.' " 

To  this,  as  the  congressional  candidate  referred  to,  I  desire  to  say  that 
Mulhall  simply  lies.  I  was  my  own  treasurer  and  manager  and  therefore  know 
whereof  I  speak. 
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At  that  time  three  counties  comprised  the  sixth  NeW  Jersey  district — ^Bergen, 
Passaic,  and  Sussex.  Bergen  County  assessed  me  $200,  which  I  paid ;  Passaic 
County  assessed  $2,000,  and  I  paid  them  $1,000,  telling  them  I  would  not  pay 
more,  nor  did  I;  Sussex  County  did  not  assess  me,  but  I  sent  them  a  check 
for  $200.  Outside  of  these  amounts  neither  county  committee  received  any 
money  in  my  behalf. 

He  did  hire  two  rooms  in  a  hotel  in  I*atersou  and  called  them  my  head- 
quarters. I  visited  these  rooms  4  or  5  times,  and  the  only  people  I  met  there 
were  newspaper  men. 

The  hiring  of  these  rooms  occurred  in  this  way :  Mulhall  called  upon  me  un- 
solicited previous  to  the  opening  of  the  1910  campaign  and  introduced  him- 
self as  the  representative  of  the  National  Manufacturers'  Association.  He 
desired  to  know  how  I  stood  upon  the  important  questions  of  the  day.  I  told 
him,  among  other  things,  I  stood  for  protection  to  American  industries  and 
also  protection  to  American  labor.  Regarding  the  latter  I  referred  him  to  the 
record  of  the  company  of  which  I  was  then  the  head,  stating  that  during  its 
entire  49  years  of  existence  we  had  never  had  a  strike.  He  said  that  was  what 
his  association  stood  for  and  as  their  representative  he  could  help  me.  I  told 
him  to  go  ahead  and  help.  He  insisted  upon  hiring  the  2  rooms  above  referred 
to,  and  that  was  all  the  work  he  did  for  me  to  my  knowledge,  and  that  was 
practically  nil. 

If  Mulhall  collected  money  for  my  campaign,  he  must  have  put  the  greater 
part  of  it  in  his  pocket  (as  he  evidently  did  with  the  $10,000  he  Is  reputed  to 
have  received  for  the  confession,  half  of  which  he  is  now  being  sued  for'  by  his 
partner  in  infamy),  as  none  came  to  me. 

I  gave  him  a  letter  at  his  earnest  solicitation  to  show  to  his  employers  thank- 
ing him  for  his  services,  and  at  the  time  I  thought  that  letter  was  Justified, 
because  I  accepted  his  word  that  he  had  helped  me  very  materially,  but  I  later 
learned  that  such  was  not  the  case. 

He  lies  when  he  says  that  outside  of  the  money  siK»nt  by  the  different  county 
committees,  some  of  which  he  collected,  every  dollar  paid  out  passed  through 
his  hands.  I  spent  altogether  in  the  three  counties  $3,500,  $1,450  of  which  was 
paid  to  the  different  county  comnilttws,  and  not  a  dollar  of  the  balance  was 
paid  for  votes. 

The  so-called  Mulhall  confession  is  a  si»leudid  opiH>rtunity  for  Hughes  and 
others  to  say,  '*  I  told  you  so."  Mr.  Hughes  usually  carried  his  own  county 
(Passjiic)  by  1,900  to  3,000,  excepting  the  year  he  was  beaten  by  Henry  Alien; 
even  then  he  carried  his  county  by  over  5()0 ;  according  to  the  ballots  placed  in 
the  box  I  beat  him  12  votes,  but  121  so-called  defective  ballots  were  thrown  out, 
allowing  him  to  win  by  109  officially. 

If  there  Is  a  little  truth 

Mr  McClave.  That  should  be  "  as.'' 
Senator  Walsh  (continuing) : 

If  there  Is  as  little  truth  In  the  balance  of  Mulhall's  confession  as  there  is 
in  the  part  referring  to  the  1910  campaign  In  the  6th  N.  J.  district,  then  all  I  can 
Shy  is  that  Mulhall  Is  a  monumental  prevaricator. 

Mr.  Mulhall  did  not  to  my  knowledge  render  me  any  aid  in  obtaining  votes, 
and  I  challenge  him  to  name  the  men  he  claims  as  his  assistants  In  my  behalf* 
and  I  also  challenge  him  to  produce  a  list  of  his  expenditures. 

S.  Wood  McClave. 

The  colonel  has  produced  a  list  here. 

Mr.  McCi^AVE.  I  never  saw  it.    I  should  like  to  see  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  show  it  to  you. 

Senator  Cummins.  Has  that  been  introduced  in  evidence? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.     It  is  No.  4004-400G. 

Mr.  McClave  (after  examination  of  4004-4006).  Is  this  all  the 
list  Col.  Mulhall  has  placed  before  the  committee? 

Senator  AValsii.  Yes.    What  more  did  you  want? 

Mr.  McCla\t..  About  $4,400  worth.  There  is  only  about  $400  here. 
He  has  a  couple  of  workers  there  for  the  second  New  Jersey  district. 
I  do  not  see  what  thev  had  to  do  in  mv  district.  He  does  not  men- 
tion  their  names.    Any  man  can  make  out  a  list  like  that. 
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Senator  Walsh.  What  further  specifications  did  you  want  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  would  like  to  nave  him  furnish  names  and  ad- 
dresses. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  what  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Of  his  workers. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  what  you  were  looking  for  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  what  I  am  looking  for.  I  would  like  to  see 
a  few  receipted  bills,  too. 

Senator  Walsh.  When  was  the  last  time  you  had  any  correspond- 
ence or  communication  with  Col.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  may  have  been  in  December  of  1912,  or  Jan- 
uary— ^somewhere  in  that  locality — where  I  had  written  him  asking 
him  to  return  the  letter  that  I  had  given  a  man  by  the  name  of 
Springer,  I  think  it  was,  as  the  election  was  over  and  the  letter  was 
or  no  further  use. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  gave  him  a  letter  addressed  to  Springer? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  it  is  Springer.  You  have  the  letter  there 
in  the  newspaper. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  letter  shown  in  the  World  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  World  of  July  4,  1913? 

Mr.  McClave  (after  examining  paper).  That  is  the  letter. 

Senator  Waijsh.  Mark  this. 

(The  letter  referred  to  was  marked  "  McClave  Exhibit  3.") 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  the  letter  I  referred  to  when  I  asked  him  to 
return  ''  this  letter." 

Senator  Waijsh.  When  did  you  give  him  this  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  letter,  I  think  was  given  in  November,  1912. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  reads  as  follows : 

McClave  EbtHiBiT  3. 

[S.   Wood  McClave,  wholesale  and   retail   lumber.   1   MadlRon  Avenue,  New   York.     Tele- 
phone 4266  Ora mercy.] 

To  whom  it  nvay  concern: 

Mr.  Samuel  H.  Springor,  the  bearer,  will  act  as  my  representative  In  the 
present  campaign,  in  financial  and  other  matters.  He  may  be  trusted  as  im- 
plicitly as  if  I  were  personally  present. 

Very  truly,  yours.  Stkphen  Wood  Mc(Uve, 

Republican  CongresHiomil  Candidate,  6th  \.  J.  District, 

You  were  a  candidate  again  in  1912,  were  you. 

Mr.  McClave.  In  1912;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  the  occasion  for  your  giving  this  letter 
to  Col.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  called  on  me  as  the  representative  of  the  Na- 
tional Manufacturei's'  Association.  He  called  me  on  the  telephone 
and  wanted  me  to  meet  him  up  at  the  Hotel  Imperial,  and  I  did  so^ 
and  then  he  introduced  me  to  this  man  by  the  name  of  Springer, 
whom  I  never  saw  before,  and  he  said,  "Well,  you  are  starting  in 
another  campaign,  and  we  can  help  you."  "  Well,"  I  said,  "  all  right, 
Colonel;  you  did  not  help  me  very  much,  I  do  not  think,  in  the  last 
campaign.    Maybe  you  can  do  better  in  this."    Then  he  asked  me  to 

five  this  letter  to  Mr.  Springer,  which  I  did,  and  then  he  asked  me 
iirther  to  write  him  a  list  of  the  different  manufacturers  in  the 
new  sixth  district,  and  I  did  so,  as  near  as  I  could  recollect,  of  the 
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manufacturers  that  employed  a  considerable  number  of  laboring  peo- 
ple. I  told  him  I  presumed  the  situation  was  the  same  as  it  was 
before;  that  I  "wanted  him  to  state  to  these  laboring  people  my 
record  of  49  years — that  is,  of  the  company  of  whicn  I  was  the 
head — and  that  I  proposed  to  protect  them  as  well  as  the  manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Walsh.  "Who  was  this  man,  Mr.  Springer  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  never  saw  him  before. 

Senator  Walsh.  Never  met  him  before  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Have  you  ever  met  him  since  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Never. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  did  not  become  your  financial  manager,  then, 
during  that  campaim? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  know  what  he  did  after  he  got  that  letter. 
I  then  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  rather  a  dangerous  letter 
to  remain  around  in  some  dishonest  man's  hands,  and  I  wrote  him  a 
letter  of  which  I  have  a  copy  at  home  in  my  office,  asking  him  to 
return  that  letter,  and  I  sent  that  letter  to  the  Hotel  Imperial  but  I 
never  received  a  word.  That  was  the  last  letter  that  ever  I  wrote  to 
Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  letter  you  wrote  some  time  in  December 
or  January  following  the  election  of  1912  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes ;  I  think  it  was  shortly  after  the  election. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  this  was  written  before  the  election  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Of  course. 

Senator  Walsh.  About  how  lon^  before? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  it  was  written  in  November,  1912.  It  may 
have  been  during  the  campaign,  but  the  date  being  off  of  there,  I  can 
not  tell  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  Perhaps  about  the  time  that  your  campaign 
began  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Perhaps. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  would  be  along  about  the  1st  of  Sep- 
tember, or  the  middle  of  September! 

Mr.  McClave.  It  may  have  been  alon^  in  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  you  did  not  maKe  any  effort  to  revoke  this 
authority  until  after  the  campaign  was  over ;  that  is  to  say,  until  the 
commission  had  been  executed,  or  an  opportunity  had  been  given  to 
execute  it  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Exactly ;  and  I  never  heard  from  him  in  any  way. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  it  appears  that  upon  the  beginning  of  vour 
campaign  in  1912  you  thought  sufficiently  well  of  Col.  Mulhall  to 
make  a  total  stranger  that  he  brought  there  your  campaign  financial 
manager  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  still  represented  himself  to  be  the  agent  of  the 
National  Manufacturers'  Association.  As  I  explained  m  the  be- 
ginning of  my  testimony,  because  of  the  letters — and  he  again 
showed  me  several  letters  from  different  Congressmen  to  him  in 
which  they  practically  had  given  him  authority  to  collect  funds  and 
act  as  their  agent — I  still  thought  I  was  mistaken. 

Senator  T^'ALSH.  Anyway,  you  had  such  confidence  in  him  and  in 
the  association  which  he  purported  to  represent,  at  least,  that  vou 
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were  quite  willing,  upon  a  bare  introduction  of  this  stranger  to  you, 
to  make  him  your  financial  manager? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  said  that  he  was  pretty  busy,  and  that  this  man 
could  take  his  place  in  that  district ;  and  I  am  a  believeable  sort  of 
a  fellow,  and  ortentimes  it  is  put  over  me  in  that  way. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  was  there,  if  anybody,  besides  Springer 
who  thus  was  authorized  to  take  charge  of  your  campaign  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Mulhall :  that  was  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  mean  any  local  gentleman,  such  as  Mr.  Burke 
during  the  preceding  campaign? 

Mr.  McClave.  In  this  1912  campaign? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  no  manager  at  all  in  the  1912  campaign, 
then,  other  than  Springer? 

Mr.  McClave.  Myself.    I  did  not  consider  him  a  manager. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  spoke  about  Mr.  Burke  being  your  manager — 
the  manager  of  your  campaign. 

Mr.  McClave.  In  1910. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  wanted  to  know  if  you  had  anybody  acting  in 
a  similar  capacity? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  that  the  campaign  of  1912,  then,  was  actually 
conducted  by  yourself  and  Springer,  whatever  Springer  did  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Whatever  he  did.  I  have  not  heard  that  he  did 
anything. 

Senator  Walsh.  About  how  much  did  these  newspaper  advertise- 
ments that  you  speak  of  cost  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  Different  amounts  at  different  times.  I  can  not 
tell  you  that.  I  do  not  recall.  Sometimes  $7  apiece ;  sometimes  $10, 
$15,  or  $20.  ^ 

Senator  Walsh.  What  would  you  think  was  the  aggregate  amount 
that  you  thus  spent  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  may  have  spent  $800  or  $900  that  way.  I  do  not 
know.  I  gave  to  Mr.  Burke  $500,  I  know,  and  $1,450  to  the  different 
committees.  That  makes  $1,950,  and  the  difference  was  made  up  in 
traveling  expenses  and  advertisements  and  getting  out  the«e  post 
cards  to  stick  up  on  fences  and  telegraph  poles,  etc.,  with  my  pic- 
ture— ^having  them  printed.    That  is  all  I  can  recollect. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  exhausted  the  balance  of  the  $3,450? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  need  any  headquarters  at  all  to  get 
out  th^t  kind  of  stuff? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  employ  any  stenographers? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  the  mailing  yourself? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes.  If  I  recollect  it,  I  did  that  all  in  the  New 
York  office.  I  would  not  sav  all.  Possiblv  some  was  done  in  Pater- 
son;  but  as  I  recollect  it,  that  was  all  mailed  from  the  New  York 
office. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  remember  your  speaking  of  mailing  any 
matter  to  your  constituents  or  the  electors  of  your  district. 
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Mr.  McClave.  No;  not  the  voters,  I  do  not  think,* with  the  excep- 
tion of  possibly  military  men  and  the  county  committeemen.  I  may 
have  sent  out  a  few  others,  but  letters  to  the  voters  as  a  whole,  I 
did  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  all  went  from  your  New  York  office? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes;  I  think  it  all  went  from  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Wai^u.  As  I  understand  you  you  never  met  anybody  at 
this  headquarters  except  the  newspaper  men  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  remember  seeing  any  stenographer  there  % 

Mr.  McClave.  There  was  a  ^rl  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  remember  her  name? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  what  she  was  doing? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  know  of  any  work  that  was  being  done 
that  would  naturally  fall  to  a  stenogi^apher? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  sjjw  her  occasionally  writing  something  there; 
whatever  it  was.    I  do  not  know.    She  did  not  seem  to  be  very  busv. 

Senator  Walsh.  Col.  Mulhall  did  not  have  any  use  for  her,  because 
all  he  did  was  to  hire  these  rooms  and  go  with  you  to  the  locomotive 
works  ? 

Mr.  McCr^vvE.  He  was  there  at  the  different  times  that  I  was 
there,  these  three  or  four  or  five  times. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.  I  say  you  do  not  know  that  he  did  any 
work  that  would  engage  the  services  of  a  stenographer  there? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  I  do  not  know  that  he  had  any,  unless  it  was 
some  pei-sonal  letters  that  he  wanted  to  write. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  so  far  as  you  know,  there  was  nothing  to 
engage  the  services  or  attention  of  a  stenographer  there  at  all? 

Mr.  McClave.  So  far  as  I  recollect  now.  As  I  say,  she  did  not 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  very  busy  woman. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  long  was  she  there,  so  far  as  you  know  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  she  was  there  all  the  time  that  the  rooms 
were  there. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  a  matter  of  six  weeks  or  two  months, 
or  thereabouts? 

Mr.  McCla\tj.  I  do  not  know  how  long,  but  from  the  time  he  hired 
the  rooms  until  the  election  time  was  over. 

Senator  Walsh.  On  this  occasion  when  Col.  Mulhall  called  on  you 
in  1912,  that  was  in  the  nature  of  a  surprise  also,  like  the  former 
visit,  was  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes.  I  had  not  invited  him  to  come  at  alK  He 
simply  telephoned  me  or  wrote  me,  I  do  not  know  which,  to  meet 
him  up  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

Senator  Walsh.  Had  you  had  any  correspondence  with  him  be- 
tween the  time  you  wrote  him  the  letter  of  March  1,  1911,  and  the 
time  he  came  to  your  office  ? 

Mr.  McCLA\'E.'Not  that  I  recollect.  I  do  not  think  he  came  to  mv 
office  in  1912? 

Senator  Walsh.  Where  did  you  meet  him  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  he  telephoned  me.  or  made  an  appointment 
to  meet  him  up  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 
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Senator  Walsh.  You  did  give  him  this  letter  to  Springer  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Up  there,  yes.  I  think  it  was  up  there ;  or  I  sent  it 
to  him  by  mail  afterwards,  as  he  requested  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  it  was  at  the  Hotel  Imperial  that  you 
met  him  in  1912  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  in  order  to  get  to  work  at  that  time  you 
gave  him  a  list  of  the  manufacturers  in  your  district,  I  understand. 

Mr.  McCla\t:.  He  wanted  a  list  of  the  manufacturers,  and  also 
those  who  employed  laboring  men. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  the  list  which  vou  have  identified,  is  it 
not,  4389-4391  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes ;  that  is  the  letter  which  I  sent  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  the  purpose  of  writing  him  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  wanted  to  work  among  the  laboring  men. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  kind  of  work  was  he  to  do  among  the 
laboring  men  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Trying  to  get  them  to  vote  for  me,  I  suppose. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  upon  what  kind  of  representations? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  understood  always,  in  both  campaigns,  that  he 
was  to  do  as  I  had  requested  him  to  do,  to  state  that  I  was  just  as 
much  for  the  protection  of  American  labor  as  I  was  for  the  manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  was  simply  to  go  to  these  various  places  of 
business  then,  as  I  understand  you,  ana  meet  the  men  there? 

Mr.  McCla\^.  I  do  not  know  what  his  object  was.  He  wanted  me 
to  send  that  list,  and  I  gave  it  to  him  as  nearly  as  I  could  remember. 

Senator  Walsh.  But  the  purpose  was  to  interview  the  men  arid  im- 
press them  with  the  idea 

Mr.  McClave.  Not  only  to  interview  the  men,  but  also  the  manu- 
facturers, to  obtain  money;  and  that  was  the  reason  that  he  wanted 
the  letter  to  Mr.  Springer,  as  he  said  Mr.  Springer  would  be  the  one 
that  would  attend  to  it  in  that  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  Then  it  would  seem  likely  that  this  was  done  for 
the  purpose  of  soliciting  funds? 

Mr.  McCla\t;.  Funds;  and  to  see  the  laboring  men. 

Senator  Walsh.  For  instance,  you  said : 

In  Warren  County  you  might  see  Mr.  MaUory,  of  the  Ekiison  Portland  Cement 
Co..  of  New  VUlage. 

Who  was  Mr.  Mallopy? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  he  was  the  manager  of  that  concern. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  have  you  any  questions? 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  just  one  or  two  questions. 

If  I  understand  you,  in  1912,  some  time  early  in  the  campaign, 
Mulhall  came  to  vou  with  a  perfect  stranger  and  introduced  him  by 
the  name  of  Mr.  iSpringer,  and  you  gave  Mr.  Springer  this  letter : 

To  whom  it  may  concern: 

Mr.  Samuel  H.  Springer,  the  bearer,  will  act  as  my  representative  in  the 
present  campaign  in  financial  and  other  matters.  He  may  be  trustwl  as  im- 
plicitly as  if  I  were  personally  present. 

Yours,  truly, 

Stephkn  Wood  McClavk, 
Republican  Congressional  Candidate,  0th  A'.  J.  District. 
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Mr.  McClave.  Yes.  That  is  the  same  letter  that  the  gentleman 
read  here  a  little  while  ago. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  wanted  toget  the  thing  in  sequence.  I  under- 
stand that  after  that  vou  gave  to  (5)1.  Mulhall  the  letter  of  September 
30,  which  contains  this  large  list  of  factories  and  of  men  scattered 
throughout  the  entire  district. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  think  included  in  that  letter  was  this  letter  which 
you  have  just  read  out  of  this  paper. 

Senator  Keed.  You  think  it  was  included  in  what  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  said  included  in  that.    [Reading:] 

Please  find  inclosed  herewith  the  letter  requested. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  you  armed  Springer  with  this  general  cre- 
dential authorizing  him  to  represent  you  and  collect  money  for  you, 
and  you  furnished  him  with  this  list  oi  men  to  see,  from  whom  money 
was  to  bt  collected,  and  you  constituted  him  your  manager,  as  you 
state  in  the  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  campaign  went  on  through,  proceeded  to 
its  end,  and  from  the  time  you  gave  that  letter  to  Springer  authoriz- 
ing him  to  collect  money  you  never  took  any  pains  to  ascertain 
whether  he  had  collected  any  money,  you  never  took  any  pains  to 
ascertain  where  your  manager  was  or  what  your  manager  was  doing, 
you  never  made  any  inquiry  about  him,  ana  he  dropped  out  of  your 
life;  and  after  the  campaign  was  clear  over  you  then  wrote  and  asked 
lo  have  this  letter  back? 

Mr.  McClave.  How  do  you  know  I  never  made  any  inquiry  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  say  that  is  the  way  of  it,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  You  did  not  ask  me  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  asking  you  now. 

Mr.  McCi-\>TE.  I  did  inquire. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  you  inquire  for  Mr.  Springer? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did  not  ask  for  Mr.  Springer.  I  called  up  Mr. 
Mulhall  at  the  Hotel  Impeiial. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Mulhall  staying  there  during  the  campaign? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  said  he  had  a  permanent  room  there  that  he  vis- 
ited every  once  in  a  while. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  jrou  see  Mulhall  again  during  the  campaign? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  see  Springer  again  during  the  campaign? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  called  up  the  hotel ;  and  for  what  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  To  see  if  I  could  get  hold  of  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  get  hold  of  him? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  make  any  further  inquiries  than  to  call 
once  at  the  hotel? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  called  several  times. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  write  to  Mr.  Mulhall? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  knew  his  address? 

Mr.  McClave.  Only  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

Senator  Reed.  You  knew  his  address  over  in  Baltimore.  You  had 
been  writing  to  him  before. 
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Mr.  McClave.  That  was  before,  but  I  had  lost  that  address. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  have  any  files  to  which  you  could  go  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Seed.  Did  you  make  any  inquiries  of  these  men  as  to 
whether  money  had  been  collected  from  them  by  Springer? 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Other  than  what  you  have  told  me,  did  you  make 
any  inquiries  about  what  had  happened  to  your  manager;  where  he 
had  gone;  what  had  become  of  him? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  gave  this  letter  to  Springer  you  did  ex- 
pect that  he  would  get  money  for  you,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  did  expect  that  he  would  become  your 
manager? 

Mr.  McCla\tj.  No,  no.  The  letter  may  have  said  so,  but  that  letter 
was  written  at  the  dictation  of  Mulhall. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  Mr.  Mulhall  dictate  that  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  Mr.  Mulhall  dictated  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  So  Mr.  Mulhall  not  only  introduced  the  man,  but 

?rou  had  such  confidence  in  Mr.  Mulhall  tnat  you  let  him  dictate  the 
etter? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  pulled  out  a  letter  from  one  of  the  Congressmen, 
and  he  said,  "  Write  a  letter  similar  to  this." 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  wrote  it  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  wrote  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  dictate  it  to  you  or  did  you  dictate  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  was  from  one  of  these  letters. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  actually  give  out  the  words?  Did  the 
words  come  out  of  your  mouth  to  the  stenographer's  ear,  as  the  letter 
was  taken  down  and  transcribed  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  dictate  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  copied  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  work  the  typewriter? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  was  not  written  on  a  typewriter. 

Senator  Reed.  It  appears  here  to  be  written  on  a  typewriter. 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  tnat  one  there? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  am  talking  about 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  get  back  to  this  letter.  I  am  talking  about 
this  letter  which  you  complain  about,  and  which  is  published  in  the 
World,  and  which  you  say  was  in  1912. 

Mr.  McClave.     i  es. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  the  letter  that  you  say  was  dictated  by  Mr. 
Mulhall? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  copied  it  from  a  letter  that  he  had. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    Did  you  do  the  work  of  copying  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  How  did  it  get  copied? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  gave  it  to  my  stenographer. 

Senator  Reed.  You  dictated  it  to  her,  did  you  not  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  Then  you  dictated  this  letter,  and  not  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  McClavb.  I  did  not  say  that  Mr.  Mulhall  dictated  it.  If  I 
<lid,  I  was  mistaken,  because  I  said  just  now  I  copied  it  from  a  letter 
that  he  had  in  his  pocket,  which  came  frcMn  another  CSongressman. 

Senator  Reed.  You  copied  it  and  dictated  it  and  Mr.  Mulhall  dic- 
tated it,  but  you  say  finally  that  you  dictated  it,  or  you  wrote  it  from 
another  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  If  you  are  not  clear  in  your  mind  as  to  what  hap- 
pened regarding  that  letter,  I  will  tell  it  to  you  over  again. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  us  have  it.     I  am  not. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  got  a  copy  of  that  letter  from  another  letter  that 
Mr.  Mulhall  had  in  his  pocket  from  another  Congressman,  and  when 
I  went  back  to  the  office  I  had  the  girl  typewrite  a  similar  letter,  and 
T  sent  it  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  inclosed  in  that  letter  there. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  sign  the  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  Of  course  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Mulhall  was  not  then  in  the  room  when  yon 
signed  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  No;  it  was  in  my  office. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  your  free  act  and  deed  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 
♦  Senator  Reed.  You  say  now  that  you  copied  this  letter  from  an- 
other letter  that  Mr.  Mulhall  had  written  for  another  Congressman. 
'  Had  another  Congressman  given  a  letter  that  read  ? — 

Mr.  Samuel  H.  Springer,  the  bearer,  will  act  as  my  representative  in  the 
present  campaign  in  financial  and  other  matters^ 

Mr.  McClave.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  you  did  not  copy  it  from  the  letter? 

Mr.  McClave.  All  of  the  body  of  the  letter  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  this  letter  that  you  had  to  copy  from  a  letter 
given  to  Mr.  Springer? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  To  whom  was  it  given? 

Mr.  McClave.  As  I  recollect  it,  it  was  given  to  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  really  need  a  copy  from  which  to  write 
that  little  thing  of  four  lines,  did  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did  not  really  need  it,  but  he  suggested  that  the 
letter  be  written  in  the  same  way. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  I  will  pass  on  from  that.  What  I  am  trying 
to  get  at  is  this — and  I  do  not  want  to  misunderstand  you  or  miscon- 
strue you:  I  just  want  to  know — ^because  this  is  a  kind  of  campaign- 
ing I  am  not  familiar  with — how  a  man  running  for  Congress  would 
have  a  financial  manager  and  just  see  him  once  and  never  see  him 
again,  and  not  have  anybody  else  take  his  place. 

Mr.  McClave.  To  tell  vou  the  truth,  I  can  not  understand  it  either. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  Lord  Dundreary  who  said,  "  That  is  a  thing 
that  no  fellow  can  understand  "  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  may  be  that  Mr.  Mulhall  had  such  a  winning 
way  about  him  that  he  got  into  my  good  graces,  I  guess,  the  second 
time. 

Senator  Reed.  In  neither  time  that  he  was  in  your  good  graces  did 
he  get  any  of  your  money  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  no ;  I  took  good  care  of  that. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  is  one  thing  you  could  not  make  ,a  mistake 

about? 

Mr.  McCliAve.  Not  a  bit. 

Senator  Reed.  They  might  separate  you  from  your  confidence,  but 

not  from  your  purse? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  it,  exactly.  I  understand  he  calls  me  a 
•*  tight-wad."  Well,  a  fellow  raising  10  children  has  got  to  be  a  little 
tight. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  am  not  what  they  call  a  spendthrift,  if  that  is 
what  he  means. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  believe  we  need  argue  that  question.  By 
the  way,  I  notice  on  your  letterhead : 

The  McClave  Lumber  Company,  S.  Wood  McClave,  president;  Charles  L, 
McClave.  treasurer. 

Is  that  an  incorporated  body? 

Mr.  McClave.  It  was;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  owned  the  stock  in  it? 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  it  was  in  the  family ;  mother  and  brothers. 

Senator  Reed.  You  owned  the  principal  part,  did  you? 

Mr.  McCliAVe.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  How  much  did  you  own? 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh,  I  think  a  quarter  of  the  shares. 

Senator  Reed.  Its  capital  was  $150,000,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  owning  a  Quarter  of  that,  you  nevertheless 
wrote  a  letter  saying  that  you  were  oroke  and  could  not  pay  this  little 
bill  of  $127? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  may  have  been  true  at  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  not  true  that  you  could  not  pay  $127  if  you 
were  worth 

Mr.  McClave.  If  I  wrote  it  there  it  was,  at  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  were  worth  approximately  thirty-five  or 
fortv-thousand  dollars 

Mr.  McClave.  How  do  you  make  that  out  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  you  owned  a  quarter  of  a  $150,000  concern. 

Mr.  McClave.  How  would  you  calculate  that  $150,000 — all  cash  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  calculating  it  at  what  it  says,  that  you  had  a 
capital  of  that  amoimt,  and  whether  it  was  in  cash  or  in  boards,  that 
it  was  something  representing  value. 

Mr.  McClave.  Is  it  marked  there  "capital  paid  in"? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know. 

Mr.  McClave.  You  ought  to  familiarize  yourself  with  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  carrying  a  letterhead  that  represented 
that  your  capital  was  $150,000  when  it  was  not  $150,000?  I  will  try 
to  familiarize  myself  with  it  right  now. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  will  tell  you,  so  you  will  be  familiar  with  it. 
Ninety  thousand  dollars  of  that  was  put  in  for  good  will.  Now,  do 
you  understand  it? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  I  am  going  to  understand  it.  That  would 
leave  us  $40,000,  and  that  still  leaves  you  $10,000. 

Mr.  McClave.  It  leaves  $60,000. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    You  are  a  better  figurer  than  I  am. 
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Mr.  McClavb.  Apparently. 

Senator  Reed.  And  yet  you  were  writing  these  letters  saying  that 
you  could  not  pay  that  bill  of  $127  because  you  were  broke. 

Mr.  McClave.  Let  us  see.    That  was  in  1910  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  McClave.  Do  you  know  that  the  McClave  Lumber  Co.  went 
into  bankruptcy  in  April,  1911? 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  I  did  not  know  that. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  tell  you,  so  that  you  can  familiarize  yourself 
with  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  it  the  campaign  that  broke  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  when  you  were  representing  yourself  on  this 
paper  to  be  a  concern  with  a  capital  of  $150,000  you  were  in  fact 
practically  in  a  bankrupt  condition,  and  practically  were  not  worth 
anythine:. 

Mr.  McClave.  Oh.  I  would  not  sav  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  we  will  pass  that.  If  y6u  were  over  in  New 
York  durinff  all  of  the  daytime  in  1910,  attending  to  business,  and 
were  out  maKing  speeches  at  night,  sometimes  two  and  three  speeches 
a  night,  in  your  campaign,  you  needed  somebody  to  do  some  work, 
to  manage  affairs,  did  vou  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  needed  all  that  I  could  get. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  very  glad  to  have  Col.  Mulhall  assist  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  very  glad  to  have  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  assist  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Col.  Mulhall  told  you  when  he  came  that  they  would 
put  up  some  money,  did  he  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  He  said  they  would  help  me. 

Senator  Reed.  You  understood  that  he  meant  financially,  did  you 
not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  looking  for  financial  aid. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  certainly  was. 

Senator  Reed.  I  believe  you  said  the  county  committee  would  not 
help  you  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  asked  them  to  help  you,  and  they  would 
not? 

Mr.  McClave.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  the  congressional  committee  would  not 
help  you  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  asked  them,  and  they  would  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  the  state  committee  would  not  help  you  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  asked  them  to  help  you,  and  they  would 
not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  The  national  committee  would  not  help  you? 
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Mr.  McCiiAVB.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  asked  them  to  help  you  and  they  would 
not? 

Mr.  McClavb.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  along  came  Col.  Mulhall,  representing  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  oflfered  to  help  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And,  of  course,  you  accepted  the  offer? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  glad  to  get  whatever  financial  aid  you 
could  get  from  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  took  whatever  aid  you  could  get,  with  the 
full  knowledge  that  you  were  getting  it  from  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers  or  their  agents? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  crux  of  this  whole  matter.  That  is 
about  what  Col.  Mulhall  charged. 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  is  about  what  you  admit. 

Mr.  McClave.  But  I  would  like  to  know  what  Col.  Mulhall  did 
with  the  money  that  he  said  he  spent  in  that  section. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  that  you  are  naturalhr  interested  in 
what  he  did  with  that  money,  but  I  presume  that  unK)rtunately  it  is 
gone. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  Mulhall  give  you  any  money,  or  did  you  get 
any  money  from  the  association? 

Mr.  McClave.  Not  one  cent. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  understand  that  these  headquarters  were 
open,  did  you  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  pay  for  the  headquarters? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  a  stenographer  in  the  headquarters  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  not  pay  the  stenographer? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  literature  sent  out  from  the  headquar- 
ters? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  know  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  You  saw  some  writing  being  done  there,  did  you 

not? 
Mr.  McClave.  I  saw  her  writing.    I  never  saw  her  send  anything 

out. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  want  this  committee  to  believe,  and  every- 
body else  to  believe,  that  they  had  an  office,  that  they  had  headquar- 
ters, that  they  had  a  stenographer,  and  that  there  was  nothing  sent 
out  from  those  headquarters? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  can  not  help  what  the  committee  believes  or  thinks. 
I  am  only  telling  what  I  saw,  and  in  my  own  opinion  there  was  not 
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anything  sent  out  there,  in  the  way  of  literature,  in  my  behalf.  I 
did  not  know  anything  alxMit  it. 

Senator  Reed.  You  tell  us  there  was  not  anything  in  the  way  of 
literature  sent  out  in  your  behalf  from  those  headquarters? 

Mr.  McClavr  I  eould  not  say  that  there  was  or  that  there  was 
not;  but  I  never  saw  the  girl  very  busy. 

Senator  Reed.  You  yourself  never  sent  out  any  literature? 

Mr.  McClave.  Not  that  I  recollect. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  if  there  was  any  literature  sent  out  it  must 
have  been  from  those  headquarters? 

Mr.  McCiJ^vE.  No ;  I  sent  my  literature  from  New  York. 

Senator  Reed.  I  thought  you  just  said  you  did  not  send  out  any 
literature  ? 

Mr.  McCla>^  Letters  to  my  military  friends,  and  also  to  the 
county  committeemen ;  and  I  may  have  sent  some  to  individual  men. 

Senator  'Reed.  About  how  many  of  your  military  friends  were 
there  in  your  district? 

Mr.  McClavb.  I  would  not  call  them  all  friends  of  mine,  but 
they  were  all  military  men;  and  I  presume  there  must  have  been 
about  1,500  people,  members  of  the  National  Guard. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  all  you  wrote  to  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  did  not  write  to  all  of  those.  I  only  wrote  to  the 
officers,  to  names  that  I  had  in  a  book,  what  they  call  the  roster. 

Senator  Reed.  You  just  wrote  to  the  officers  of  the  National  Guard 
in  your  district,  and  to  the  county  committee?  That  is  all  you  re- 
member writing  to? 

Mr.  McClave.'!  wrote  to  the  manufacturers,  too. 

Senator  Risid.  You  wrote  some  to  the  manufacturers? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes ;  I  sent  out  about  100  letters. 

Senator  Reed.  Probably  about  100  letters  in  your  whole  campaign? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  would  not  get  down  to  figures.    I  say  "  about." 

Senator  Reed.  As  near  as  you  can  estimate? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  RiiXD.  So  that  as  far  as  literature  was  concerned,  the  only 
campaign  you  made  was  these  advertisements  in  the  papers,  and 
probably  100  letters.  Now,  do  you  not  know  that  there  was  an  active, 
hard  fight  put  up  for  you  by  somebody  in  at  least  two  counties  in 
that  district? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  have  you  not  stated  that  in  Passaic  County 
the  average  majority  going  to  the  Democrats  was  about  1,900? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  m  this  instance  Hughes  only  carried  it  by 
about  150? 

Mr.  McClave.  109. 

Senator  Reed.  Somebody  did  some  work  in  that  county  to  change 
that  result,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  They  certainly  did. 

Senator  Rbbd.  And  you  did  not  do  it,  did  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  How  do  you  know  I  did  not  ? 

Senator  Resed.  Because  you  have  sworn  so,  if  you  ask  me  the 
question. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  have  sworn  so  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 
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Mr.  McClave.  I  think  it  must  be  down  wrong. 

Senator  Reed.  You  have  sworn  you  did  not  do  anything  but  make  a 
few  speeches;  that  you  did  not  send  out  any  literature,  except  about 
100  letters,  and  that  you  spent  your  time  over  in  New  York,  and  if 
that  does  not  about  cover  my  question  I  do  not  mean  to  argue  with 
you. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  think  you  are  right. 

Senator  Eeed.  Then,  if  you  did  anvthinff  else  in  Sussex  County 
than  you  have  told,  after  having  testified  about  this  at  some  length, 
let  us  hear  it. 

Mr.  McClave.  I  said  that  I  went  into  the  factories,  especially  this 
locomotive  works,  and  I  met  probably  400  or  500  men  there  and 
shook  hands  with  them  and  was  introduced  to  them.  I  went  around 
to  the  meetings  at  night  and  talked  to  them. 

Senator  Reed.  You  told  us  about  the  speeches  and  you  shook  hands 
through  one  factory.  There  are  about  how  many  voters  in  your 
district? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  shook  hands  in  more  than  one  factory. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  visit  more  than  one  factory  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Why,  did  you  not  tell  Senator  Walsh  here  in  the 
examination  that  you  could  remember  of  having  visited  only  one 
factory  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  With  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  With  anybody?    With  Mr.  Mulhall? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  said  with  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  No;  did  not  Senator  Walsh  ask  you  what  else  you 
had  done,  and  you  could  think  of  only  one  factory ;  and  did  you  not 
say  to  him  you  spent  your  days  over  in  New  York  City  instead  of 
out  in  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  spent  mj  days  in  New  York  principally  and  my 
campaigning  was  done  at  night. 

Senator  Reed.  The  shops  were  not  open  at  night  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  No.  I  said  some  of  tne  days.  I  did  not  say  all  the 
days  I  spent  in  New  York. 

Senator  Waij3h.  Did  vou  not  answer  me  you  were  over  in  New 
York  attending  to  your  busmess  every  day  except  one? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  said  about  one. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  still  think  about  one  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  About  one. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  think  of  any  other  place  you  went  to  except 
this  facto]^? 

Mr.  McClave.  There  was  a  silk  mill  I  went  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  go  into  the  silk  mill? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  day  did  you  go  into  that;  the  same  day? 

Mr.  McClave.  The  same  day. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  Mr.  Mulhall  go  with  you? 

Mr.  McClave.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  you  drop  him  ? 

Mr.  McCx*AVE.  I  brought  him  back  to  this  Hotel  Royal,  or  what- 
ever it  was. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  went  to  the  silk  mill  alone? 

Mr.  McClavb.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  another  one.  Is  there  anything  else  that 
you  did  in  this  campaign  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  Except  to  go  around  to  their  meetings  at  niffht 

Senator  Reed.  How  many  meetings  did  you  address  in  Passaic 
County  ? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  do  not  know.    There  were  four  or  five,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  Col.  Mulhall  did  work  for  you  through  that  cam- 
paign, did  he?  He  stayed  there  and  did  something,  or  pretended 
to  do  something? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  took  his  word  for  it  that  he  did. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  results  in  that  county  where  he  was  work- 
ing showed  that  instead  of  there  being  a  Democratic  majority  of 
1,900,  as  usual,  there  was  a  Democratic  majority  of  109.  That  is 
true,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  McClave.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  were  so  well  satisfied  and  so  well  con- 
tented that  after  the  election  was  all  over,  although  you  were  defeated, 
and,  I  suppose,  smarting,  as  most  men  do,  a  little  bit  after  a  defeat, 
because  it  is  human  nature,  you  wrote  the  colonel  and  told  him  h© 
had  done  splendid  work? 

Mr.  McClav'e.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And,  then,  two  vears  afterwards,  although  you 
had  had  some  dispute  about  this  bill,  Mulhall  came  back  there  with 
a  perfect  stranger,  and  you  made  that  man  your  campaign  manager  ? 

Mr.  McCla\'e.  Yes;  because,  as  I  stated  lief  ore,  he  was  a  man  who 
could  be  trusted,  inasmuch  as  all  these  other  candidates  had  trusted 
him,  and  I  thought  possibly  I  was  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  I  want  to  ask  any  more  questions. 

The  CuAiRiiAN.  Does  anybody  else  want  to  asK  any  questions? 

Is  there  anything  more  you  would  like  to  say  with  reference  to 
this  matter? 

Mr.  McClave.  Xo  ;  I  do  not  know  of  anything  else. 

Senator  Reed.  By  the  way,  your  office  is  where? 

Mr.  McClave.  No.  1  Madison  Avenue. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  that  building? 

Mr.  McCla\t:.  That  is  the  Metropolitan  Building. 

Senator  Reed.  Are  you  near  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers? 

Mr.  McClave.  Not  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  How  far  are  you  from  170  Broadway? 

Mr.  McClave.  I  should  judge  2  miles. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  stand  adjourned  until  Monday  morning 
at  10  o'clock. 

(Thereupon,  at  10.45  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned 
until  Monday,  July  21, 1913,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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MONDAY,  JULY  21,  1918. 

[    Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judioiabt, 

United  States  Senate, 

Waahinfftan,  D.  C. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
CTummins. 

The  Chaibman.  I  have  here  a  letter  from  Mr.  Frank  C.  Lowrj, 
which  I  will  read  into  the  record.    It  is  as  foUows: 

LowRT  Exhibit  No.  42« 

< 

Nbw  York,  July  11, 1913. 
Senator  Lbb  S.  Gvbrman,  WashinffUm,  D.  C, 

Szb:  When  I  appeared  before  the  Senate  lobby  committee,  I  was  queetioned  in 
regard  to  the  amount  of  money  I  had  spent  in  connection  with  my  efforts  to  have  the 
tanfi  on  sugar  pjroperly  revised.  I  had  in  my  pocket  a  rough  statement,  which  had 
been  drawn  up  in  our  oflSce,  covering  the  monev  expended,  and  this  statement  I  had 
taken  to  Washington  for  the  puroose  of  consultingj  when  testifying.  Senator  Cum- 
mixu  asked  me  to  let  him  have  tne  statement,  which  I  very  gladly  did.  It  showed 
that  on  one  or  two  occasions  I  had  made  several  small  payments  to  the  Hon.  Thomas  W. 
Haidwick,  or  his  clerk,  Mr.  £.  T.  Shirley.  I  did  not  understand  that  the  statement 
which  I  handed  to  Senator  Cummins  was  to  become  a  public  document,  or  I  certainlv 
should  have  taken  occasion  to  have  stated  that  the  payments  made  to  Mr.  Hardwiclc 
and  Mr.  Shirley  were  to  cover  the  cost  of  printing,  either  Mr.  Kardwick's  speeches,  or 
my  own  testimony  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Conmiittee,  which  Mr.  Hiuxlwick,  as 
a  matter  of  accommodation  to  me,  had  asked  the  Public  Printer  to  print.  In  these 
cases  Mr.  Harwick  sent  the  Public  Printer  his  own  check  to  cover  the  expense  of  print- 
ing, sent  me  a  receipted  bill,  and  I  in  turn  sent  Mr.  Haidwick  a  checx  to  cover  the 
amount  that  he  had  previously  paid  the  Public  Printer  to  cover  the  expense  of  the 
work  that  had  been  done  for  me.  These  are  the  only  transactions  of  any  sort  involving 
mone^  that  either  Mr.  Hardwick  or  Mr.  Shirley  have  ever  had  with  me.  If  the  state- 
ment is  to  be  j)rinted  as  a  public  document,  I  believe  in  justice  to  Mr.  EEardwick  that 
this  explanation  of  the  situation  should  also  be  printed. 

Yours,  respectfully,  Frank  C.  Lowrt. 

I  will  also  put  in  the  record  this  letter  from  Mr.  Paul  D.  Cravath: 

Oravath  ExHiBrr  No.  1. 

Cravath  A  Henderson, 
5i  William  Street,  New  York,  July  16, 1913. 

Dear  Senator  Overman:  You  will  remember  that  David  Lamar  testified  that 
his  attack  on  the  Union  Pacific  balance  sheet  was  based,  indeed  was  practically  a 
repetition  of  statements  made  by  Thomas  Gibson  in  two  so-called  ''market  letters," 
of  November  23  and  30,  1910.  We  should  like  you  and  your  associates  to  know  that 
Mr.  Gibson,  who  disavows  anv  connection  with  Lamar,  nas  satisfied  himself  that  his 
criticisms  were  groundless  and  has  acknowledged  his  error  in  a  letter  to  the  vice  presi- 
dent of  the  Union  Pacific  Co.,  of  which  I  inclose  a  copy. 

It  happens  that  the  Union  Pacific  balance  sheet  of  1901,  which  was  the  subject  of 
the  criticism,  was  prepared  under  the  advice  of  the  eminent  certified  public  account- 
ants, Messrs.  Price,  Waterhouse  &  Co.,  who  have  written  the  company  a  letter,  of 
which  I  inclose  a  copy. 

I  venture  to  suj^est  that  it  would  be  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Union  Pacific  Co.  if  yovL 
would  print  the  mclosed  letters  in  the  record,  so  that  those  who  have  read  the  criti* 
clam  may  have  an  opportunity  of  reading  the  answer.    I  remain. 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

Paul  D.  Cravath. 

Hon.  Leb  S.  Overman, 

Senate  Office  BuildiTig,  Washington,  D.  C. 


2926      MAIKTBNANGB  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLAHON. 

Attached  to  this  is  the  following  letter: 

Cravath  Exhibit  No.  2. 

Price,  Waterhousb  &  Co., 
54  William  Street,  New  York,  July  U,  191S. 
C.  B.  Skobr,  Esq., 

Vice  President  and  Comptroller,  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Co., 

165  Broadway,  New  York  City. 

Dear  Sir:  In  August,  1901,  we  were  requested  to  suggest  a  form  of  consolidated 
balance  sheet  for  the  Union  Pacific  system. 

In  examining  the  report  for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1900  (the  last  report  isEued 
at  that  date),  we  found  that  in  the  balance  sheet  there  were  included  under  the  head- 
ing "Cost  of  road  and  eouipment,"  all  capital  assets  of  the  Oregon  Short  Line  Rail- 
road Co.  and  the  Or^on  Kailroad  &  Navieation  Co. ,  and  under  the  heading  of  '*  Bonds 
and  stocks  owned,"  the  bonds  and  stocxs  of  these  two  ro&dB  owned  by  the  Union 
Pacific  and  its  proprietary  companies,  the  par  value  of  these  stocks  being  also  included 
among  the  liaDilities. 

In  proposing  a  form  of  consolidated  balance  sheet  we  recommended  that  the  dupli- 
cation in  the  assets  and  liabilities  should  be  discontinued,  and  that  stocks  and  bonds 
of  the  Oregon  Short  Line  Railroad  Co.  and  the  Oregon  Railroad  &  Navigation  Co. 
owned  vathin  the  system,  amounting  at  June  30,  1900,  to  $82,706,534.  should  be 
eliminated  from  the  asset  of  bonds  and  stocks  in  the  consolidated  balance  sheet,  and 
that  the  corresponding  liability  should  be  eliminated  from  the  capital  stock  liabUitiee. 

The  consolidated  balance  sheet  of  June  30,  1901,  was  prepared  in  conformity  with 
this  recommendation,  and  in  our  opinion  correctly  stated  the  true  position  of  the 
Union  Pacific  system  toward  the  public  by  eliminating  from  both  sides  of  the  balance 
sheet  all  stocks  and  bonds  not  held  bv  the  public. 

The  statement  in  Mr.  Thomas  Gibson's  special  market  letters  of  November  23 
and  November  30,  1910,  that  ''all  this  duplication  of  liabilities  on  account  of  the 
Oregon  Railroad  &  Navigation  Co.  and  the  Oregon  Short  Line,  amounting  to 
$82,706,534,  was  eliminated,  but  the  corresponding  duplication  of  assets  was  not 
eliminated  and  remained  as  before  "  is  untnie.  and  basea  on  an  entire  misapprehen- 
sion of  the  accounts,  and  it  follows  therefore  tnat  his  references  to  an  "expeaient  of 
accounting"  and  ''dubious  bookkeeping"  in  connection  with  the  balance  sheet  of 
June  30,  1901,  are  entirely  unwarranted. 

Yours,  very  truly,  (Signed)'  Price,  Waterhoube  &  Co. 


I  have  also  attached  to  this  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Thomas 
Gibson,  and  I  order  that  this  also  shall  be  printed  in  the  record. 
The  letter  from  Mr.  Gibson  is  as  follows: 

Cravath  EzmBrr  No.  3. 

The  Gibson  Publishing  Co., 
t9  Broadway,  New  York,  July  It,  191S. 
Mr.  C.  B.  Sboer, 

Vice  PreMmt  and  Controller,  Union  Padfie  System,  New  York, 

Dbar  8ir:  In  reference  to  the  Lamar  matter,  I  am  sending  to  all  subscribers  a 
special  letter,  of  which  the  following  is  the  introduction: 

''In  the  year  1910  I  issued  from  tnis  office  a  series  of  letters  analyzing  the  afiEairs  of 
die  Union  Pacific,  and  in  No.  2  of  that  series  the  statement  was  made  tiiat  there  had 
be^i  an  elimination  of  liabilities  without  a  corresponding  elimination  of  assets  in  the 
balance  sheet  of  1901.  The  letter  referred  to  representea  nothing  more  than  an  ana- 
lytical review  for  the  benefit  of  subscribers.  It  is  customary  to  issue  such  reviews 
from  time  to  time,  and  in  the  last  five  years  practically  every  prominent  security 
listed  on  the  New  x  ork  Stock  Exchange  has  been  so  analyzed. 

''As  the  letter  referred  to  was  published  in  1910  and  the  question  of  duplicated 
assets  refeired  to  the  ^ears  1900  ana  1901,  it  was  a  matter  of  ancient  history,  so  to  8i>eak, 
but  was  brought  to  life  by  the  testimony  of  David  Lamar  before  the  lobby  committee 
in  Washington.  In  his  testimony  Lainar  stated  that  there  had  been  a  'foiigery'  of 
182,000,000  in  the  Union  Pacific  accoimts  in  1901^  and  when  asked  where  he  got  his 
information,  he  stated  that  it  was  'suggested '  to  him  by  Thomas  Gibson. 
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"In  justice  to  all  concerned,  including  the  Union  Pacific,  my  Bubscribere,  and 
myself,  I  consider  it  proper  to  set  forth  the  facts  in  the  case. 

"To  begin  with,  I  have  never  seen  Lamar;  have  never  had  any  intercourse  with 
him,  direct  or  indirect,  and  never  authorized  him  to  quote  or  employ  my  letters  in 
any  way.  I  did  not  use  the  word  'fotgery '  in  the  documents  publisnea^  nor  infer  that 
anyone  had  lost  a  copper  cent  bv  the  alleged  elimination  of  liabilities.  I  simplv 
characterized  it  as  'dubious  bookkeeping.'  From  the  figures  produced  I  criticized., 
in  my  own  mind  and  in  my  publications,  what  appeared  to  be  an  expedient  of  account- 
ing which  permitted  of  the  use  of  assets  twice  as  collateral.  Even  if  such  employment 
of  securities  as  collateral  should  turn  out  advantageously  for  the  railroad  and  its  stock- 
holders, I  thought  it  bad  business  practice. 

"In  the  h^my  complicated  business  of  railroad  accounting  it  is  easy  to  make  an 
error,  either  in  producing  or  analyzing  the  reports.  After  a  careful  reexamination  of 
the  balance  sheets  in  question,  I  am  convinced  that  in  claiming  'dubious  bookkeeping' 
in  the  balance  sheet  of  1901  I  was  wrong,  and  consider  it  my  duty  to  withdraw  that 
statement." 

I  will  add  that  I  now  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  balance  sheet  in  question 
correctlv  gave  the  financial  position  of  the  system. 

For  the  purpose  of  fully  informing  the  people  to  whom  these  letters  were  sent  in 
1910, 1  have  sent  them,  in  addition  to  the  above  statements,  a  full  exhibit  of  the  figures, 
showing  wherein  the  error  of  calculating  occunred. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Thomas  Gibson. 


TS8TIH0HT  OF  HABTDT  HICHAEL  HXTLHALL— Sesnmed. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2102  a  copy  of  a  telegram  that  you  sent  to 
Hon.  James  E.  Watson  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads  as  follows: 

(2102.) 

[Telegram.) 

October  10,  1908. 
Hon.  James  £.  Watson,  Rushville,  Ind.: 

I  will  be  at  my  office  in  Indianapolis  on  Monday  morning  at  10  a.  m.  Important 
for  you  to  see  me. 

MtTLRALL. 

Is  2103-2105  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Schwedtman? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  which  anyone  desires 
to  have  read  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  this  paragraph  should  be  read : 

The  night  before  your  last  letter  was  received  Mr.  Van  Cleave  had  a  telemm  from 
a  certain  man  by  the  name  of  Palmer,  connected  with  the  Indiananolis  News.  It 
read  about  like  this:  "Is  M.  M.  Mulhall  connected  wiUi  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  or  has  he  ever  been  connected  with  it?"  This  telegram  was  the  first 
indication  of  trouble  to  us.  After  discussing  the  situation  Mr.  Van  Cleave  instructed 
me  to  wire  you  care  of  the  Hotel  English  approximately  as  follows:  "Palmer  of  the 
Indianapolis  News  wires  wants  to  know  if  you  are  connected  with  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers.  What  shall  we  answer"?  This  telegram  was  sent  about 
7  o'clock,  and  it  con8e<|uently  did  not  reach  you  before  you  left  Indianapolis.  Yes- 
terday we  had  a  long-distance  call  from  Indianapolis.  Mr.  Watson's  secretary  claimed 
to  be  on  the  other  end  of  the  line  and  said  that  in  view  of  the  present  activity  of  the 
Indianapolis  News  it  would  be  better  for  you  not  to  come  to  Indianapolis  for  a  few 
days,  but  to  please  keep  in  close  communication  with  our  people  by  mail.  I  told 
the  Indianapolis  people  that  I  did  not  know  of  your  present  whereabouts,  but  would 
try  to  find  you.  I  immediately  sent  a  telefirram  to  the  New  York  office  asking  them 
to  advise  you  providing  you  were  there.  I  nave  an  anwser  from  Mr.  Boudinot  saying 
that  you  are  in  New  York,  and  that  you  would  be  advised  to-day;  however,  I  sent  a 
later  tel^iam  which,  for  safety,  was  sent  partly  in  code,  Translated,  it  reads  as  fol- 
lows:   "Republican  candidate  for  governor  of  Indiana  advises  you  by  telephone  to 
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keep  away  few  days.    He  wants  you  to  write  him  fully.*'    Thi^  is  not  exact  but 
approxiinately  the  meaning. 

1  have  since  read  the  Indianapolis  News  of  the  8th  and  9th,  and  I  see  that  the 
■ituation  has  been  mixed  up  even  more  than  it  was  by  ISi,  Maxwell,  Mr.  Parry's 
biotiber-in-law. 

Senator  Nelson.  Inasmuch  as  we  have  had  that  read,  we  might 
as  weU  read  this  paragraph: 

There  is  no  getting  away  from  the  fact  that  the  real  issue  of  the  campaign  u  the 
labor  issue.  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  indorsement  of  the  Republican  Party's  poucy.  and 
Mr.  Gompers's  cooperation  with  the  Democrats,  puts  the  labor  issue  square  to  all  the 
voters,  but  do  not  believe  for  one  moment  that  this  is  the  end  of  this  proposition. 
It  is  just  the  b^inning.  I  believe  that  in  every  campaign  hereafter  the  labor  agitators 
will  have  to  be  reckoned  with.  I  do  not  believe  that  Cbmpers  will  ever  lead  another 
labor  campaign.  In  four  years  the  Socialists  will  have  taken  complete  control  of  the 
American  Federation  of  Detbor.  In  a  few  years  more  they  will  also  have  taken  com- 
plete control  of  the  whole  Democratic  Party,  and  then  the  real  struggle  will  begin — a 
struggle  that  all  European  nations  have  been  fighting  now  for  many  years. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  That  letter  needs  a  little  explanation. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  not  your  letter. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  mean  the  letter  in  relation  to  that  transaction — ^if 
the  committee  wishes  to  hear  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Doubtless  the  details  of  it  will  come  in  in  due 
course. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  Mr.  Schwedtman's  letter,  not  yours. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  since  that  has  been  read  that  I  will  read  a 
little  more,  to  show  how  much  this  gentleman's  opinion  amounted  to. 
I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

But  please  don't  take  my  prophesy  for  pessimism,  because  just  as  the  brave  soldier 
is  glad  to  see  the  approach  of  war,  so  we  all  as  brave  soldiers  in  the  cause  of  patriotism 
and  Americanism  should  be  glad  to  see  approaching  the  signs  of  our  conflict  with  the 
Socialists.  The  Socialistic  is  the  only  one  among  the  present  minor  parties  that  is 
built  on  a  carefully  planned  foundation. 

2106,  2107  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  you  mean  that  it  is  a  copy  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy. 

The  Chaibman.  I  thmk  this  paragraph  of  that  letter  ought  to  be 
read: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Parrv's  office,  I  phoned  to  the  State  headqiiarters  and  got  Mr. 
Watson  on  the  nhone.  Me  told  me  to  come  over  to  headquarters  at  769  ClAypool 
Hotel  and  he  ana  I  would  go  over  the  situation.  I  found  him  at  this  room  about  10.30, 
with  Mr.  Ernest  Thomas,  his  secretary,  and  everything  that  Mr.  Parry  advised, 
Mr.  Watson  also  advised  me  to  do,  he  stating  that  the  only  thing  for  me  to  do  was  to 
come  back  here  and  face  the  music  and  not  to  get  into  the  papers  until  we  had  fully 
drawn  the  fire  of  the  enemy.  He  repudiated  the  statement  of  Mr.  Sims,  claiming 
that  Sims  never  made  such  a  statement  to  the  press,  and  assured  me  if  I  would  meet 
him  again  at  2  o'clock  this  afternoon,  he  would  have  Sims  present  and  Sims  would 
tell  me  just  what  he  gave  out  to  the  press  on  last  Thursday.  Sims  strictly  denies 
that  he  used  the  name  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  any  shape  or 
form  and  Watson  says  tliat  Sims  will  write  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  making  this  statement 
to  him. 

Who  is  this  Mr.  Sims  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Sims  was  the  secretary  of  state  of  Indiana,  and 
was  the  campaign  manager  for  Mr.  Watson  in  Indiana  for  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  this  statement  in  the  paper — that  you 
were  there  representing'  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  t 


H^^TBNANGE  OF  A  LQBBT  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      2929 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  That  is  what  I  stated  the  other  day.  When 
the  Indianapohs  News  discovered  that  we  had  headquarters  in 
Indianapolis  they  made  a  daily  attack  on  that  office  and  on  the 
system  used  there.  These  people  wanted  to  keep  under  cover.  They 
were  afraid  that  a  newspaper  expose  would  come  out.  I  was  in  New 
York  at  the  time  and  I  was  advised  hy  Mr.  Bird,  the  general  manager 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  to  go  to  St.  Louis  and 
consult  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  I  went  to  St.  Louis  and  I  consulted 
with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  he  told  me  to  go  back  to  Indianapolis, 
call  a  meeting  of  the  Indiana  committee,  and  shake  my  fist  under 
their  noses  and  tell  them  that  they  were  a  lot  of  damned  cowards, 
and  if  thj^  would  stand  the  way  they  were  standing  now  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  could  beat  and  would  beat  every  man 
they  had  in  the  field.  I  want  to  say  that  I  did  go  to  Indianapolis 
under  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  instructions,  and  in  the  room  where  Mr..  Sims 
and  Mr.  Groodrich  and  Mr.  Watson  and  a  lot  of  others  were  I  carried 
out  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  instructions  to  the  letter,  shaking  my  fist  under 
Mr.  Sims's  nose,  and  I  told  him  what  Mr.  Van  Cleave  said,  and 
they  took  their  medicine  and  went  on  with  the  campaign. 

^nator  Reed.  Is  No.  2108  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Sims  to  Mr, 
Van  Cleave  ♦ 

Mr.  MxTLHALL.  That  is  an  apology  for  that  newspaper  article  from 
Mr.  Sims  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

Mt  Dear  Sib:  I  have  iust  had  a  talk  wiUi  Col.  Mulhall  reffardlng  some  newspaper 
statements  which  have  been  recently  made  and  attributed  to  mjself.  My  expe- 
rience in  this  matter  is  the  same  as  his  own  in  relation  to  being  misquoted.  In  the 
first  place  I  did  not  understand  that  I  was  being  interviewed,  because  it  was  spe- 
cially understood  at  the  time  that  such  was  not  the  case.  The  reporter  came  to 
me  and  asked  what  connection  Col.  Mulhall  had  with  this  committee,  and  I  told 
him  none  directly.  He  said  that  the  colonel  had  informed  him  that  he  was  with 
the  national  committee  and  the  national  congressional  committee;  that  they  had 
wired  the  national  committee  and  had  received  a  reply  that  he  was  not  connected 
with  them.  I  understood  him  to  say  that  the^  had  received  a  similar  reply  from 
the  congressional  committee  in  response  to  their  wire,  but  this  is  evidently  not  the 
case,  as  thev  published  no  such  statement.  He  also  said  that  he  understood  that 
Col.  Mulhall  was  here  in  the  interest  of  your  association  alone,  and  had  wired  vou, 
to  which  he  had  received  no  reply.  He  also  told  me  about  an  interview  whicn  he 
had  had  with  Mr.  Parry's  secretary,  which  was  published  in  his  issue,  of  the  same 
tenor  which  he  represented  it  to  me  at  the  time;  he  asked  me  what  I  knew  of  the 
colonel,  iln'd  I  told  him  that  Col.  Mulhall  had  come  to  me  with  f letters  from  the 
national  congressional  committee,  and  I  understood  that  he  was  working  in  con- 
nection with  them.  He  wanted  to  know  if  we  had  any  connection  with  your  com- 
mittee, to  which  I  said  that  we  had  none  whatever.  This  was  about  tne  extent 
of  the  conversation  I  had  with  him  upoit  the  subject,  and  to  this  extent  his  pur- 
ported interview  is  correct.    His  other  representations  are  entirely  imjustified. 

Did  this  man  Sims  know  whom  you  really^  in  fact,  did  represent  1 

Mr.  MxJLHALL.  Yes;  he  saw  my  credentials  when  I  first  got  to 
Indiuia. 

Senator  Reed.  Credentials  from  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  national  congressional  committee,  and  also 
Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  He  knew  that  you  were  working  for  the  Manu- 
facturers' Association  at  the  time  he  made  these  representations  9 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  continue  the  reading  of  the  letter: 

Under  llie  aanimptien  that  I  was  not  being  interviewed,  as  was  directly  stipulated, 
I  made  no  fidther  comment,  but  said  I  should  be  glad  to  talk  with  him  upon  this 
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subject  upon  the  return  of  Col.  Mulhall  to  this  city.  I  felt  jbhat  at  the  time  the  in- 
formation I  eave  him  was  in  accordance  with  the  facts  and  had  no  notion  whatever 
of  casting  reflections  upon  the  colonel;  in  fact,  I  presumed  that  the  matter  would  not 
be  agitated  until  after  such  time  as  I  might  have  had  an  opportunity  of  taking  it  up 
with  Col.  Mulhall  personally. 

I  deeply  regret  the  circumstance,  but  I  am  sure  you  will  appreciate,  as  a  man  of 
affairs  and  experience,  that  one  could  not  be  held  responsible  K>r  newqwpen  repre- 
sentations, especially  when  they  are  unfriendly.  The  circumstance  has  been  one  of 
great  embarrassment  to  us  which  we  all  deeply  regret,  but  is  one  of  those  incidents 
which  must  be  expected  in  such  a  strenuous  political  battle  as  is  now  being  waged. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  have  we  not  had  enough  of  the 
Indiana  campaign? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know. 

The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is  all  cumulative. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  2109-2112? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  all  relates  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  willing  to  pass  that  without  reading. 

2111,  2112  is  a  duplicate  of  2109,  not  printed. 

Senator  Nblson.  No.  2109-2112  seems  to  he  all  in  one. 

Senator  Reed.  That  seems  to  be  two  copies  of  one  letter,  and  it 
ought  to  be  corrected. 

Is  No.  21 13  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  only  one  paragraph  of  that  which  I 
think  need  be  read,  and  that  is  as  follows: 

For  the  balance  of  the  campaign  there  will  be  no  expense  chaiged  to  our  organiza- 
tion for  the  campaign  in  this  State,  as  we  have  got  cash  on  hand  to  meet  all  expenses 
here.  ' 

Senator  Reed.  Does  that  refer  to  the  Indiana  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2114,  2115,  addressed  to  Fred  A.  Sims,  a  copy 
of  a  letter  written  by  the  president  of  yomr  organization,  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  to  Mr.  Sims  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  paragraph: 

We  love  and  honor  Mr.  Watson  for  his  constructive  statesmanship,  for  his  courafe 
and  uncompromising  justice.  We  honor  him  not  only  for  the  frienas,  but  especiidiy 
for  the  enemies  he  has  made  in  his  long  public  career.  It  takes  great  courage  on  ^e 
part  of  public  men  in  times  such  as  the  present  to  say  and  do  the  right  thing  at  the 
right  time.  There  is  a  deplorable  tendency,  even  on  the  part  of  men  high  up,  to 
cater  to  the  worst  element  amons  the  votefls.  Mr.  Watson's  upright,  square,  feaneas 
methods  become  doubly  marked  in  contrast  with  the  ways  of  the  cheap  politician 
who  would  betray  his  friends  and  his  family  for  the  sake  of  temporary  gam.  I  say 
'*  temporary/'  because  it  is  my  belief  that  the  good  people  of  our  country,  the  busfneas 
men,  the  professional  men,  who  have  taken  comparatively  little  interest  in  politics 
in  the  past,  are  becoming  aroused. 

We  business  men  are  not  politicians.  We  are  not  accustomed  to  have  one  code 
of  honor  and  respectability  for  business  and  another  entirely  different  code  for  poIiiicB 
and  politicians.  We  have  no  favors  to  ask.  We  want  nothing  but  justice.  We  are 
as  much  opposed  to  special  laws  in  our  interest  as  we  are  to  special  laws  opposed  to 
our  interest.  We  never  have,  >and  we  never  shall,  ask  for  class  legislation,  and  we 
shall  always  op{)06e  with  all  our  might  the  granting  of  class  legislation  to  othen. 
We  are  not  pushing  ourselves  into  campaigns  where  we  are  not  wanted.  In  fact,  we 
do  not  appear  in  campaigns  except  to  take  care  of  the  friends  who  have  by  tneir 
past  action  shown  us  that  their  ideas  of  public  work  are  in  line  with  our  high  etandiunds. 
We  are  accustomed  to  make  all  possible  allowance  for  the  notions  wad  theories  of 
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some  of  the  older  politicians.  While  their  gum-shoe  methods  do  not  appeal  to  us, 
we  appreciate  that  they,  and  they  only,  must  be  the  proper  judges  of  the  methods 
of  their  own  campaigns.  We  arrange  our  methods  of  support  to  suit  their  judgment. 
We  are  perfectly  wining  to  let  them  have  all  the  credit  and  all  the  glor^^  but  there 
is,  of  course,  a  limit  to  what  we  will  have  our  friends  and  our  enemies  say  about  us. 
We  are  proud  of  being  organized  American  business  men  and  patriots,  and  we  will 
reeent  the  slightest  reflection  that  is  cast  upon  us  or  our  work  by  friend  or  enemy.  We 
could  not  hold  our  self-respect  or  your  respect  if  this  was  not  so.  Being  God-fearins^ 
and  law-abiding  in  all  our  work,  we  do  not  know  what  it  is  to  be  afraid  of  any  man,  and 
we  take  as  much  satisfaction  in  punishing  our  enemies  as  we  do  in  rewarding  our 
friends. 

Is  No.  2116  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Van  Cleave? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr» 
Schwedtman  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see.  There  is  a  very  bad  job  of  printing  here. 
They  have  printed  the  letterhead  as  though  it  were  the  address.  I 
call  attention  to  that  thin^  in  all  these  letters.  It  is  as  poor  a  job  of 
printing  as  I  ever  saw  in  dl  my  life. 

I8  2117y2118a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2119^  2120  appears  to  be  addressed  to  Mr. 
Edward  McKnight  and  signed  ''T.  L.  Eastman." 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  That  is  one  of  the  McKnight 
letters  sent  out  by  the  Brownells. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2121,  2122  appears  to  be  a  letter  to  you  from 
Schwedtman.    Is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  tms  paragraph: 

After  our  friend,  the  Hon.  James  E.  Watson,  is  elected  he  will  certainly  owe  you  a 
debt  of  gratitude,  as  well  as  he  will  owe  one  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufac^ 
turers,  and  your  campaign  in  Indiana  should  mark  a  new  departure  from  old  campaign 
methods.  Once  the  politicians  understand  that  they  will  have  to  reckon  witn  us, 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  thtit  Uiey  need  not  be  afraid  of  having  their  connection  with 
us  known,  they  will  be  most  careful  to  consult  us  in  all  important  State  and  National 
movements. 

Senator  Rebd.  No.  2123-2126  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Rbed.  In  order  to  account  for  the  missing  numbers,  I  will 
say  that  2125,  2126  is  a  duplicate  of  2123,  2126, 

The  Chairman.  They  have  not  put  in  No.  2122  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  embraced  in  the  other,  2121,  2122,  as 
I  understood. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that. is  all  in. 
"    The  Chairman.  There  is  this  one  thing  in  2121,  2122,  which  I  will 
read : 

^' When  the  Democratic  ticket  is  defeated  on  November  3,  the  News 
will  realize,  I  hope,  what  a  dirty  sheet  it  has  become." 

Senator  Reed.  In  2123-2126  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this: 

I  fully  agree  with  you  and  believe  that  the  campaign  we  are  now  making  in  Indiana 
wiU  come  very  near  doinj^  away  with  the  gum-shoe  campa^n  that  has  been  forced 
upon  the  manufacturers  m  the  past.  I  feel  certain-  that  after  to-morrow  nis^t  the 
politicians  of  this  State  will  learn  a  good  lesson  and  will  know  for  a  fact  who  the 
parties  are  that  control  at  least  90  per  cent  of  the  labor  vote  of  this  KTeat  land  of  ours. 

We  have  got  the  best  element  of  the  mechanics  of  this  city  fully  aroused,  and  I 
believe  we  will  have  one  of  the  laxgest  demonstrations  of  labor  that  was  ever  made 
in  this  city  to-morrow  night.  There  has  not  been  a  particle  of  noise  about  it;  no 
advertiAiiig  to  amount  to  anything;  and  we  are  going  to  do  our  best  to  spring  a  sur- 
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prise  upon  the  **  doubtful  ThomaseB"  of  the  Republican  Party.  I  am  so  confic^nt 
that  I  have  already  invited  a  lot  of  the  leaders  of  the  party  here  to  occupy  a  balconv 
on  the  first  floor  of  the  Hotel  English  which  faces  the  rooms  I  occupy  in  that  hotel. 
It  will  hold  about  50  people,  and  I  want  as  many  of  those  fellows  that  have  been 
doing  the  gum-shoe  act  in  this  section  to  see  the  parade  when  it  passes  by  this  hotel 
to-morrow  night  as  possible.  I  have  made  all  arrangements  to  have  the  parade  pass 
by  this  hotel  for  the  effect  it  will  have  upon  some  of  the  leading  politicians  of  this 
State.  We  have  about  completed  all  arrangements,  and  I  am  penectly  sure  of  suc- 
cess. There  will  be, eight  bands  in  the  panule,  and  I  am  siire  we  will  turn  out  from 
the  shops  and  factoriiBs  that  we  have  been  working  Jii«not  lees  tluui>7,000«men,  so 
you  can  judge  for  yourself  what  the  results  should  be  in  this  county  on  the  3d 
day  of  November,  with  such  a  working  force  as  this. 

I  have  about  done  all  I  know  how  to  do  to  enroll  the  union  workers,  as  well  as  the 
nonunion  workers  of  the  city.  The  rooms  I  have  been  occupying  in  the  Hotel  Eng- 
lish have  been  run  there  by  Mr.  Wm.  F.  Walsh,  and  up  to  (Utte  he  has  reported  to 
me  42  workers  he  has  on  his  staff.  You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a 
list  of  the  workers  he  handed  to  me  to-day.  We  have  been  working  on  this  list  for 
over  six  months,  and  we  have  gradually  spread  around  to  get  the  best  workers  we 
could  from  the  organizations  they  represent.  Of  course  this  list  is  not  to  be  given 
to  the  public;  at  least  not  until  Biter  the  election,  so  I  wudi  you  would  guard  it  and 
give  it  no  publicity.  A  ffood  many  of  these  men  have  been  meeting  in  our  rooms  here 
on  Monday  nights,  and  I  feel  now  that  our  system  of  organization  is  perfect.  From 
this  time  on  it  looks  as  if  there  will  be  no  hitch  in  getting  the  success  that  we  are 
aU  so  anxious  to  bring  about. 

The  situation  with  the  leaders  of  the  party  here  has  been  entirely  changed  in  the 
past  few  days.  Instead  of  trying  to  throw  a  cloak  over  our  work,  as  Uiey  attempted 
to  dp  when  we  first  started  in,  they  are  now  perfectly  willing  to  say  that  the  manu- 
facturers are  all  right. 

Where  is  that  list  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  among  the  papers,  Senator,  if  it  is  here.  Every- 
thing I  have  is  among  those  papers. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  refer  here  to  a  list. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  is  a  list  of  thousands  of  names  in  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  but  you  refer  to  a  list  of  42  workers. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  You  will  find  it  among  the  papers,  I  think,  Senator. 
Everything  I  had  I  turned  over  to  the  committee — I  mean  I  turned 
over  to  the  New  York  World. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator,  it  m^  appear  later.  It  may,  and  it  may 
not;  I  know  nothing  about  it.  .  It  probably  had  no  date  on  it. 

I  now  show  you  a  letter  dated  October  14th,  addressed  to  Mr.  Wm. 
Haywood,  secretary  of  the  Republican  National  Committee,  of  Chi- 
cago, and  signed  ^'M.  M.  Muihall."  It  does  not  appear  printed. 
It  was  one  oithe  letters  that  was  found  afterwards.  Is  that  a  copy 
of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  that  gentleman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  ask  that  that  be  marked  No.  2126-A.  It  reads 
as  follows : 

(2126-A.) 

Indianapolis,  Ind.,  October  14,  1908, 
Mr.  WiLLiAH  Haywood, 

Secretary  Republican  National  Committee^  Chicago^  III. 

Mt  Dear  Sir:  You  will  please  find  inclosed  wit3i  this  letter  copies  of  credentialB 
from  the  national  congressional  committee  and  the  National  Association  of  Mani^c- 
turers;  also  copies  of  letters  from  the  national  committee  of  1888  and  1892. 

I  am  sending  you  these  letters,  wishing  to  know  if  the  article  appearing  in  the  Indi- 
anapolis News  of  October  8  is  strictly  correct^  wherein  you  are  quoted  as  saying  that 
I  had  no  authority  for  representing  the  Republican  national  consressional  committee 
or  any  other  committee  affiliated  with  the  Republican  Party  in  the  present  campaign. 

I  hAve  been  working  in  this  State  at  the  special  request  of  the  Hon.  James  S,  Sher- 
man and  several  other  well-known  leaders  since  the  6tJb  of  last  January,  doing  oisani- 
sation  work  throughout  the  State.    You  will  note  by  Mr.  Sherman's  letter  that  I  nave 
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volunteered  my  Bervices  for  this  work,  and  I  wish  to  honestly  state  that  the  Republi* 
can  State  committee  of  this  city  has  eulogized  in  the  highest  manner  to  the  national 
officers  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  the  splendid  work  that  has  been  done  here 
l>y  our  members  in  this  campaign,  and  we  can  not  understand  why  you  repudiate  that 
work,  and  state  that  we  have  no  authority  for  doing  the  same,  and  give  this  to  the 
Democratic  press. 

I  am  instructed  to  say  to  you  if  this  trash  which  you  and  Mr.  Hitchcock  are  putting 
into  the  press  is  not  stopped  that  we  will  give  to  the  Associated  Press  in  a  long  article, 
the  contemptible  trash  that  you  are  sending  out  from  your  headquarters,  and  doing  all 
you  possibly  can  to  injure  tne  work  that  we  are  doing  in  this  and  other  States.  If 
you  will  write  to  the  State  chairman  here,  or  to  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  candidate  for 
governor,  vou  will  readily  find  that  if  your  national  committee  will  do  half  as  well  u 
we  have  done  in  this  State,  that  Indiana  wiU  give  100,000  minority  for  William  K. 
Taft  and  James  S.  Sherman  on  the  3d  day  of  November. 

Trusting  this  letter  will  be  taken  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  sent,  and  that  this  cam« 
paign  of  repudiation  that  you  are  giving  forth  will  be  stopped,  believe  me, 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

'  M.  M.  MiriiHALL, 
214-216  State  Life  Building, 

Is  No.  2127  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2128  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr, 
Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  I  do  not  see  anything  in  it  to  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2129  the  original  of  a  letter  which  Schwedt- 
man  wrote  to  Va»  Geave  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  It  is  an  original  letter  sent  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  to 
myself. 

The  Chairman.  In  the  second  paragraph  he  says : 

I  note  fronriecentriie^rqpaper'iteiBfi  that  the  natioual '^publicaii  campaign  com^- 
mittee  intends  to  throw  1165,000  into  Indiana.    Is  that  all  a  biufif,  or  is  part  of  it  true? 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  ought  to  read  this  last  paragraph: 

The  campaign  seems  to  be  getting  hot  every  place.  Some  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave 'p 
sales  managers  send  in  various  cartoons.  One  of  them  shows  Mr.  Van  Cleave  in  a 
rcjgular  Svengali  make-up  trying  to  hypnotize  labor,  with  Taft  sticking  out  of  one  of 
his  overcoat  pockets,  saying,  **  If  you  can  not  hypnotise  him  I  will  fix  him  with  the 
injunction."  This  is  sent  all  the  way  from  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Similar  ones  are  being 
pnnted  in  various  parts  of  the  United  States.  So,  try  as  they  will  the  politicians  can 
not  get  away  from  us,  providinff  they  want  to  win,  because  we  will  still  believe  that 
we  are  right,  and  that  the  good  Lord  is  on  our  side.  If  the  politicians  want  to  win 
they  must  come  our  way. 

&eep  up  your  good  work,  brother,  and  let  me  hear  from  you  as  often  as  convent* 
ent;  not  a  long  letter,  but  just  a  line  will  do.' 

Is  No.  2130  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says,  ''Your  telegrani  received  and  wHl  do  all 
you  ask  me  to  therein.'^ 

What  is  No.  2131  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  can  not  explain  that,  sir,  at  the  present  time. 
There  is  no  signature  to  it.     It  looks  like  a  check  that  is  not  finished. 

Senator  Nelson.  Or  a  receipt. 

Senator  Reed.  It  looks  like  a  receipt. 

No.  2132  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedtman,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  last  paragraph. 

I.  met  Judge  Davenport  at  the  train  at  2.50  and  gave  him  the  names  and  addreases 
of  .the  two  stenographers  he  wished  to  get  in  touch  with.  BoUi  Uiese  young  ladies 
axe  working  in  this  office  for  me,  and  Judge  Davenpq^  has  agreed  not  to  have  them 

S've  their  testimony  until  the  close  of  the  campai^;  you  can  see  the  reason  why. 
,  esides,  he  states  to-dav  that  he  did  not  know  what  city  he  would  have  their  testimony 
taken  in  until  he  could  hear  from  the  other  parties. 

if^.The  Chairman.  What  testimony  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  Bucks  Stove  &  Ran£;e  Co.  fight  was  going  on 
at  that  time,  and  Jud^e  Davenport. was  lollo wing  up  Gompers,  as 
nearly  as  I  can  get  at  it,  to  keep  track  of  his  speeches  and  see  if  he 
might. make  any  breaks,  so  that  he  could  be  tried  before. the  courts 
here  in  the  District.  They  wanted  the  stenographers  in  my  oflBce.  to 
go  to  the  Gompers  meeting  and  take  down  the  speech  that  Gompers 
made  at  that  meeting,  which  was  done. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  you  must  be  mistaken  about  that,  Colonel. 
This  speaks  about  taking  the  testimony  of  the  stenographers  tiiem- 
selves. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  wanted  the  stenographers  to  go  before  a  notary 
public  later  on  and  give  out  the  testimony,  but  we  suppressed  it  at 
that  time  because  we  did  not  think  it  would  be  good  politics. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  verify  their  stenographic  notes,  I  suppose? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  this  the  idea,  that  it  was  not  desired  that  it 
should  be  known  that  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
was  directly  connected  with  the  campaign,  and  that  that  might  come 
out  if  the  testimony  of  these  ladies  was  taken?  Was  that  the 
thought? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  thought  was  that  it  would  come  out  that  they 
had  an  organized  movement  and  headquarters  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Heed.  What  is  2133,  2134?  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter 
from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  last  paragraph: 

Incidentally,  I  inclose  herewith  cop>r  of  a  second  communication  received  from 
Mr.  Sims  this  morning.    Please  consider  it  confidential. 

I  note,  by  the  way,  that  the  Indianapolis  News  keeps  up  the  story.  I  have  just 
looked  over  the  issue  oi  October  15,  but  not  carefully  enougl^  to  know  whether  this 
news  item  hurts.  To  judge  from  the  appearance,  some  of  the  brewers  are  going  back 
on  you.  But,  of  course,  I  am  not  worried  about  all  of  this,  knowing  that  we  are  going 
to  win,  because  you  say  that,  we  wiU. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2136;  2137,  2139  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote 
to  Schwedtman  ?  ' 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  about  No.  2135?    You  skipped  that. 

The  Ohaibman.  There  is  a  note  here  which  says  ''See  2114,  2116.' ' 
There  b  nothing  important  in  it,  anyway. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says  ''See  2114,  2115,"  but  I  do  not  find  any 
reference  in  2114,  2115. 

The  Chairman.  We  might  pass  it,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  get  the  record  straight,  because  if  we  do 
not  straighten  it  now  we  never  will.  I  thixik  that  reference,  **See 
2114,  2115,"  ought  to  be  looked  into,  Mr.  Clerk. 

I  asked  you  if  2136,  2137,  2139  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to 
Schwedtman,  and  I  believe  you  said  it  was. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

The  two  stenogiaphere  in  our  office  gave  evidence  before  a  notary  public  for  Judge 
Davenport  this  morning.  I  called  on  Judge  Davenport  and  requested  if  possible  to 
keep  out  of  the  press  who  were  employing  these  two  young  ladies,  for  I  dia  not  want 
the  News  or  any  other  paper  to  have  a  chance  to  continue  their  tirade  of  abuse. 

The  Chaikman.  No.  2140,  2141  is  a  duplicate  of  2133,  2134. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  No.  2138? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  seems  to  be  a  fragment  of  a  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  it  seems  to  be  a  second  page  of  some  letter. 
Why  it  is  in  there  I  do  not  know.    I  suppose  it  is  by  mistake. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  2140,  2141  ? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  dunlicate  of  2133,  2134. 

Senator  Reed.  That  should  be  stricken  out,  then. 

The  Chairman.  Strike  it  out. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2142  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2135.  Is  No.  2143 
a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to 
myself. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2144,  2145  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man. 

Senator  .Walsh.  I  read  the  following  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

I  notice  there  is  a  great  chan^  in  the  politicians  for  the  past  24  hours.  FeUowa 
that  used  (o  do(|ge  ^e  and  avoid  me  have  dined  with  me  to^ay  at  noon.  Ex-Oon- 
gresaman  Cromer,  who  has  served  eight  years  in  Conerees  and  is  one  of  the  political 
managers  of  this  campaign,  heretofore  was  afraid  to  be  seen  with  me  on  the  street. 
To-day  he  called  at  my  hotel  and  had  dinner  with  me,  and  the  gentleman  now  feels 
it  18  an  honor  to  be  seen  on  the  street  with  me,  even  taking  hold  of  my  arm  while 
he  was  assisting  me  across  the  bad  places  in  the  crossings,  and  this  seems  to  be  the 
case  all  around.  Heretofore  where  fellows  avoided  me,  now  they  tip  their  hats,  and 
this  has  all  been  caused  by  the  demonstration  of  last  night. 

I  will  read  also  the  following: 

I  have  had  many  of  the  State  and  county  leaders  seeking  me  to-day  asking  me  what 
we  are  goins  to  do  for  the  demonstration  to  be  held  here  on  the  23d  instant,  when 
Mr.  Taft  will  make  his  ereat  speech  in  this  citv.  I  have  told  all  who  have  called  on 
me  that  when  Mr.  Hitchcock,  the  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  will  write  to 
Mr.  Van  CHeave  and  ask  him  for  aid  in  this  campKaign,  then  we  will  tell  him  what  we 
flhali  do.  I  do  not  intend  to  make  a  move  in  this  campaign  any  further  unless  I  gat 
instructions  from  the  St.  Louis  office. 

Senator  Reeb.  I  read  the  following  paragraph  from  the  first  part 
of  that  letier: 

The  more  we  haar  of  the  meeting  last  night,  the  better  it  looks  to  us.  The  best 
reports  we  can  get  to-day  from  the  shops  and  factories  of  this  city  that  turned  out 
mi  njgbk  w«fe  neariv  80,000,  but  our  sysiem  of  oiganization  in  getting  ^ese  into 
line  was  not  very  good. 

That  evidently  refers  to  that  demonstration. 
Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Rbed.  No.  2146  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtnum? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
S^aior  Rbed.  I  iread  the  following: 

I  feel  that  all  of  your  predictions  will  come  through,  because  most  of  them  have 
now,  and  I  believe  Uie  time  is  coming  when  we  can  rally  aiound  our  friend  JTames  E. 
Watson  for  Enaident  as  we  are  now  rallying  to  his  support  for  governor.  We  need 
a  man  of  liis  type*  $  man  who  is  not  ashamed  of  his  friends  because  they  happen  to 
be  among  the  respectable  people.  The  style  for  the  politicians  now  seems  to  be  to 
wear  nigged  clothes,  so  that  the  voters  among  the  rabble  will  come  their  way. 
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What  is  No.  2147? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  letter  from  lir. 
Bird  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2148  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  met  Mr.  Frederick  Sims  to-day  at  headquarters  and  he  is  an  entirely  changed 
individual.  He  praised  our  Friday  night's  turnout  in  the  highest  terms  and  is  ex- 
tremely anxious  for  us  to  take  part  in  the  two  meetings  of  this  week  when  Taft  comes 
on  Friaay  night  and  Watson  and  Overstreet  again  on  Saturday  night. 

«  •  •  •  •  •  • 

I  have  inside  information  that  in  the  past  48  hours  the  breweis'  association  haa 
ffiven  $50,000  to  the  Democratic  State  oiganization  in  this  State,  and  it  is  an  open 
boast  of  the  brewery  workers  in  this  section  that  the  liquor  interests  will  put  $200,000 
into  this  campaign  the  last  two  weeks  before  election. 

What  is  No.  2149? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  letter  from 
Schwedtman  to  myself. 

The  Chaibman.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

Mr.  Fury  states  in  a  letter  to-day  that  you  are  a  past  master  in  politics.  He  is 
certainly  right. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2150  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2151  is  a  duplicate  of  2149. 

Is  No.  2152,  addressed  to  ''Dear  William"  and  signed  ''T.  V. 
Farrell,"  a  letter  from  Mr.  Farrell  to  you  % 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  CHAiBBiAN.  I  think  the  last  paragraph  of  that  ought  to  be 
read.     It  is  as  follows: 

You  will  no  doubt  be  surprised  to  learn  that  Brandenburg  is  in  terribly  bad,  ovek* 
selling  to  the  ''Times"  a  supposed  letter  fromex-President  Cleveland  by  foigipg  his 
8i^:nature.  It  was  purely  a  Uompers-Aschville  affair,  which  Brownell  was  made  such 
victim  of.  He  was  indicted  by  tne  "grand  jury  "  and  will,  I  believe,  serve  time;  the 
warrant  issued  is  for  "grand  larceny''  and  the  amount  he  received  was  |500  for  this 
"fake  letter." 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  Brandenburg  referred  to  in  this  letter  the 
same  Brandenburg  who  was  mixed  up  in  the  attempt  to  bribe  (jom- 
perSy  to  which  you  testified  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Heed.  Mr.  Farrell  says  in  the  letter  that  Mr.  Brownell  is 
made  a  victim  in  the  matter,  ts  Mr.  Bro¥mell  the  man  who  pub- 
lidied  the  forged  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  I  do' not  know  anything 
at  all  about  that  transaction. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Brownell  was  the  secretary  of  this  association  I 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Brownell  was  the  publicity,  agent.   . 

Senator  Nelson.  Brandenburg  is  now  serving  a  sentence  in  con- 
nection with  some  forgery  matter,  I  imderstand. 

The  Chaibman.  He  had  made  BrowneU  the  victim  of  his  forgery  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  understand  that. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads  as  follows: 

You  will  no  douht  be  surprised  to  learn  that  Brandenburg  is  in  terribly  bad  over 
selling  to  the  Times  a  supposed  letter  from  ex>President  Cleveland  by  foijgfing  his 
signature. 
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The  CoAiBMAK.  I  have  already  read  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  indicted  by  the  grand  jury,  the  letter 
says,  and  will  serve  time.     That  must  be  Brandenburg 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  Brandenburg  was  a  member  of  Mr.  Brownell's 
staff  when  they  attempted  to  bribe  Gompers.  I  did  not  follow  out 
the  Brownell  organization  after  they  left  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers.     They  lasted  for  only  a  short  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  U  seems  from  tnis  that  he  received  $500  from 
the  Times. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  point  was  thjat  Brownell  was  issuing  this 
paper  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  editor  of  American  Industries,  and  also 
their  publicity  agent. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  had  Broughton  Brandenburg  on  his  editorial 
staff  1 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  he  was  on  his  editorial  staff  as  a  writer. 

Senator  Walsh.  As  a  contributor  to  this  paper  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2153-2155  appears  to  be  a  letter  addressed 
''Dear  Sir''  and  signed  ''C.  C.  Hanch.''     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  it  is  a  circular  letter  sent  out  by  Mr.  Hanch  from 
the  Indianapolis  headquarters. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  is  in  fact  in  one  sheot,  and  is  published 
in  full  under  the  above  numbers.  The  reason  it  is  numbered  in  that 
way  is  because  there  are  two  duplicates,  which  also  boar  numbers, 
and  which,  of  course,  are  not  printed. 

I  think  there  is  nothing  in  tnat  letter  that  needs  to  be  read. 

No.  2156,  2157  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

While  in  the  St.  James  Building  I  went  to  the  fifteenth  floor  to  see  the  acting 
chairman  of  the  Republican  national  congressional  committee,  Mr.  Loudenslager,  and 
had  about  fifteen  minutes'  interview  with  him  upon  the  trash  that  has  been  put  in  the 
Democratic  papers  of  this  city.  I  told  Mr.  Louaenslager  more  things  in  those  fifteen 
minutes  than  he  wished  to  hear.  He  freely  admitted  that  he  knew  I  had  credentials 
from  the  Republican  national  congressional  committee  signed  by  Mr.  bherman,  but 
he  says  he  tnought  I  had  sense  enough  not  to  give  them  to  the  public  press.  I  then 
asked  him  why  he  did  not  have  sense  enough  to  keep  his  mouth  snut  ana  keep  himself 
from  being  interviewed.  I  told  this  gentleman  that  the  manufacturers  of  this  country 
were  tired  of  such  ^'pinhead  politics  and  pinhead  politicians,"  and  that  they  did  not 
propose  to  stand  for  any  more  gumshoe  work  of  his  kind. 

I  stated  if  there  was  any  more  trash  of  this  kind  put  in  the  Indianapolis  papers  we 
would  send  a  circular  to  every  manufacturer  in  Jersey  giving  in  detail  the  cowardly 
campaign  that  is  being  made  by  Loudenslager,  Hitchcock,  and  his  coworkers  on  the 
other  committees.  When  I  was  through  Mr.  Loudenslager  offered  an  apology,  claiming 
that  he  would  be  good  from  this  time  on,  and  trying  to  straighten  himseli  up  for  the 
contemptible  work  he  has  done;  but  I  left  his  office  without  accepting  any  apology 
from  him,  and  plainly  gave  him  to  understand  that  when  he  comes  up  for  nomination 
again  he  wouM  hear  from  our  people. 

Senator  Rsed.  There  is  at  the  bpttom  of  the  second  page  this 
sentence^  which  I  think  ought  to  be  read: 

We  have  got  the  county  committee,  who  was  against  Watson,  working  in  perfect 
harmony  with  the  State  committee,  and  also  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  Watson 
workera.  Throu^  the  good  work  of  Mr.  Foster  and  Mr.  Ketcham  we  have  been  able 
to  turn  over  to  the  county  Committee  about  $2,000  this  past  week,  and  that  is  mak- 
ing those  fellows  feel  gooa  and  they  are  now  seeking  our  aid  in  every  shape  and  form. 
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Also,  I  think  t^e  second  paragraph  of  the  letter  should  be  read: 

I  arrived  in  Newark,  N.  J.,  Tuesday  evening  about  7  p.  m.,  and  met  four  workers 
there  from  the  Pennsylvania  districts  and  about  a  dozen  from  the  New  Jersey  cUs- 
tricts,  and  fully  went  over  the  situation  with  them  in  the  congressionai  districts  in 
which  they  are  working.  The  reports  these  men  made  to  me  were  simply  splendid, 
and  it  looks  to  me  now  as  if  we  would  make  a  clean  sweep  in  those  districts.  There 
is  a  very  hard  fight  on  in  the  6th  New  Jersey  district  (Hughes).  There  is  apparently 
very  little  interest  taken  there  by  the  manufacturers,  and  the  promised  aid  that 
was  to  be  given  me  b]^  Mr.  Emery  and  Judge  Speer  has  not  materialized,  at  least  I 
have  found  no  indications  of  any  work  having  been  done  there  among  the  manufac- 
tuners.  The  labor  element  is  in  first-class  shape,  and  I  wish  to  give  to  thur  special 
district  about  three  days  of  next  week  and  hope  for  good  results.  What  we  need  in 
that  district  more  than  anything  else  is  a  lot  of  active  and  hustling  workers,  and  we 
also  need  more  workers  in  the  10th  Pennsylvania  district  (Nichob),  but  I  suppose 
it  is  no  use  of  crying  for  more  help  or  more  money,  for  every  place  I  go  at  the  present 
time  there  is  a  call  tor  money,  money,  money. 

That  is  the  kind  of  campaign  that  you  were  making,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Along  that  order. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2158-2160  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote 
to  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  that  letter  of  sufficient 
importance  to  be  read. 

No.  2161  appears  to  be  a  duplicate  of  2162,  2163. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  a  duplicate  of  a  letter  that  we  have 
already  read. 

Is  2162,  2163  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  is  a  lett(  r  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  wrote  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  foUowing  from  that  letter: 

I  do  hope  that  when  James  E.  Watson  gets  in  the  governor's  chair  he  will  lay  a  half 
dozen  of  his  good  friends  (7)  over  his  knee  and  spank  them  to  beat  the  band,  including 
your  special  friend  Senator  Beveridge.  I  do  hate  false  friends  worse  t^n  I  do  the 
worst  enemies. 

Inclosed  with  that  letter  there  appears  to  have  been  a  clipping, 
which  is  from  the  St.  Louis  Globe-Democrat  of  October  23.  Is  that 
the  clinping  which  I  show  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination  of  clipping).  I  could  not  say  that. 

S<^nator  Reed.  Only  a  small  portion  of  tms  clipping  seems  to  be 
printed,  llicro  is  a  portion  marked  in  the  clipping.  It  is  all  right. 
Only  part  of  it  is  marked. 

Is  2164-2168  a  copj'  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this  asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

S'^nator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  following  item: 

Oct.  24.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  executive  board  in  the  miners'  union  to  be 
usel  for  paying  workers  in  the  tenth,  eleventh,  and  fifteenth  congressional  districts 
of  Pennsylvania  to  do  general  campaign  work,  due  this  date,  $300. 

Did  you  pay  that  money  ? 

Mr.  ^^ULHAl-L.  I  suppose  it  was  paid  out.  As  I  have  said  all 
along,  Mr.  Walsh  had  charge  of  those  headquarters  and  handled 
that  part  of  the  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  You  got  the  money  and  turned  it  over  to  Mr. 
Walsh  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  receive  and  spend  the  various  sums  of 
money  indicated  in  tliLs  report  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  There  is  another  thing  to  which  I  wish  to 
testify  before  this  committee,  and  that  is  this,  that  I  never  wrote 
one  of  those  reports.  I  had  an  accountant  with  me  at  all  times> 
and  I  put  into  tnose  reports  personal  matters,  and  if  these  gentlemen 
will  bring  it  out,  I  thinK  I  can  explain  it. 

Senator  Reed.  We  do  not  care  anything  about  personal  matters. 

ilr.  MuLHALL.  I  want  to  say  that  I  never  wrote  one  of  those 
reports.  I  had  an  accountant  with  me,  who  went  with  me  all  through, 
and  I  know  that  she  is  one  of  the  most  efficient  workers  that  God 
Almighty  ever  made.  She  was  driven  crazy  by  hard  work  in  the 
sixth  New  Jersey  district,  and  I  hope  to  bring  it  out  myself  in  the 
way  it  should  be  brought  out. 

Senator  Reed.  You  will  be  given  full  opportunity  for  any  matter 
of  that  kind.     The  whole  point  is,  this  is  not  in  your  liandwriting  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  know  that  she  kept  the  accounts  and  had  dealings 
with  Mr.  Walsh,  and  I  know  that  she  was  the  most  efficient  and 
superior  worker  I  ever  came  across  in  politics. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  was  not  paying  very  strict  attention,  Mr.  Mul- 
hall,  but  do  I  understand  you  to  say  that  this  lady  made  up  these 
accounts  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  These  bills  that  you  have  been  testifying  to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  made  up  my  accounts  and  wrote  all  my  let- 
ters, and  they  are  all  in  her  handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  She  made  up  these  bills  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  and  they  were  always  accepted  by  the  asso- 
ciation and  O.  K'd  and  passed  upon  and  paid. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  know  whether  you  know  they  are 
correct. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  know  the  moneys  were  sent  to  me  and  turned 
over  to  other  parties  and  accounts  sent  in. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2169  a  copy  of  another  Schwedtman  letter 
to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  from  that  the  following: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  I  have  just  come  from  a  luncheon  tendered  to  the  Hon.  Herbert 
S.  Hadley  at  the  Jefferson  Hotel.  It  was  very  interesting,  but  it  haa  prevented  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  from  coming  to  the  office  to-day,  so  I  will  not  be  able  to  tell  you  what  he 
thinks  of  your  report,  of  the  newspaper  clippings,  and  of  the  whole  political  situation 
until  to-morrow.  I  think  that  Haaley  will  be  beaten  in  Missouri,  as  well  as  Taft. 
It  will  be  a  number  of  years  before  \ii880uri  can  tear  itself  loose  permanently  from 
the  "Solid  South." 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  also  the  following: 

I  note  that  the  stenographers  in  your  office  have  given  their  evidence  before  a 
notary  public  for  Judge  Davenport.  You  can  rely  on  him.  He  will  do  nothing  at 
this  time  that  would  in  the  slightest  interfere  with  the  efficiency  and  the  succesH  of 
your  work. 

Is  No.  2170  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Hoile  to  Mr.  Van 
Cleave? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  this  is  a  letter  that 
Mr.  Hoile  wrote  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  the  copy  returned  to  me  by 
Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  Mr.  Hoile  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  is  the  secretary  of  the  Brooklyn  Manufacturers' 
Association. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2171  and  2188  another  copy  of  a  letter  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday  morning  and  fully  went  over  the 
situation  with  him  and  went  to  Patenon  on  Monday  night  and  had  a  second  interview 
with  him  on  Tuesday  noon.  Mr.  Emery  has  chanjg;ed  his  mind  about  that  district.  I 
gave  him  a  large  list  of  manufacturers  in  that  district,  and  he  started  to  working  amon^ 
them  for  the  couple  of  days  that  I  will  be  West  and  will  do  all  he  can  to  help  me  out. 

I  called  at  the  New  York  office,  and  gave  a  list  of  names  to  Mr.  Bird  to  send  out 
circulars  and  letters  to.    Mr.  Bird  said  he  would  get  them  out  last  Monday. 

I  feel  confident  that  we  will  beat  Hughes,  and  Mr.  Foxhall,  who  is  running  against, 
him,  is  all  right.  He  told  me  himself  that  he  would  support  Speaker  Cannon  if  elected ; 
that  he  would  work  with  the  Republican  caucus  of  the  House,  and  that  he  would  not 
support  any  radical  labor  bills.  He  is  playing  good  politics  and  is  making  a  first- 
class  canvass. 

Out  of  the  other  five  districts  we  are  working  in,  I  am  confident  we  will  win  four. 
There  is  a  very  hard  fight  on  in  the  tenth  Pennsylvania  (Nichols)  district,  and  if  we  do 
not  camr  that  it  will  be  about  the  only  one  we  will  lose,  but  we  are  putting  up  a 
splendid  fight  there  and  doing  all  we  possibly  can  to  win  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2172,  2173  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to 
you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

Do  you  know  Mr.  James  T.  Hoile,  secretary  of  the  Manufacturefs'  Association  of  New 
York?  He  is  quite  a  politician  and  a  pretty  smart  fellow;  besides  he  is  a  mighty  fine 
man.  I  have  a  letter  from  him  to-day,  which  I  attach  hereto.  I  also  attach  copy  of 
my  reply;  furthermore  I  attach  a  short  letter  of  introduction.  If  you  can  make  it 
convenient  while  in  New  York,  call  on  him.  It  is  more  than  possible  that  he  may  be 
able  to  cooperate  with  you  oftentimes  in  Washington  work  or  omer  political  work.  He 
knows  most  of  the  politicians,  and  he  has  been  in  his  present  position,  1  believe,  for 
15  or  20  years.  I  always  take  pains  to  introduce  you  to  everybody  that  can  be  of  any- 
possible  use  to  you  at  all  times.  You  are  the  best  judge  as  to  what  to  do  wiUi  people 
after  you  have  gone  up  against  them. 

The  Chairman  (reading): 

Let  me  say  incidentally  that  before  our  last  meeting  I  sent  a  letter  to  Mr.  Shanklin 
with  a  lot  of  tickets  for  members  of  his  association. 

Was  that  Mr.  Shanklin,  of  St.  Louis  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  wa*  Mr.  Shanklin. 

The  Chairman.  Now  consul  general  at  Mexico  City  ? 

l^lr.  Mui.HALL.  No,  sir;  that  is  the  Mr.  Shanklin  wno  waa  assistant 
foreman  at  that  time  of  the  Blue  Ribbon  shop,  and  a  leading  official 
of  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of  St.  Louis. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2174  a  Schwedtman  letter  to  you? 

Afr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  a  letter  intro- 
ducing me,  I  believe,  to  Mr.  Hoile. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2175  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to 
Hoile  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2176  another  Crockett  letter  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  from  Dr. 
Crockett. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  one  line: 

We  hear  nothing  from  Littlefield,  and  Gompers,  we  are  told,  has  got  to  go  to  jail. 
BusinesB  is  all  right  in  a  general  way. 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  will  read  this  sentence: 

As  I  told  you,  I  have  fitted  my  office  with  all  modem  apparatus,  so  I  can  say  I  am 
equipped  for  business. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2177-2180  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Donohue. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2181,  2182  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  to  one  of  the  inspec- 
tors of  the  Industrial  Bureau  of  Indianapolis,  who  was  in  touch  with 
me  aU  through  the  campaign,  Mr.  Klein.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
sent  to  him. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  this  sentence: 

We  have  received  hundreds  of  letters  from  the  manufacturers  throughout  Indiana^ 
and  all  those  letters  go  to  show  that  the  manufacturers  almost  to  a  man  will  support 
James  E.  Watson  on  next  Tuesday. 

^  • 

Senator  Rred.  Is  2183,  2184  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to 
Crockett? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2185  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Schwedtman 
to  you  ? 

'At.  Mulhall.  It  is  introducing  me  to  Mr.  Hoile. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2174  ? 

Mr.  MxnJHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  a  letter  dated  the  29th  of  Novem-. 
ber,  1908,  addressed  to  you,  signed  **Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman."  Is  that 
a  copy  of  a  letter  you  received  from  Schwedtman?  That  does  not 
appear  to  be  in  the  record,  and  I  ask  to  have  it  marked  *'  No.  2184  A." 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  better  read  that,  then,  because  it  is  not  in 
the  record .     [Reading :] 

(2184-A.) 

October  29,  1908. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

170  Broadway y  New  York. 

(Copy  to  Hotel  English,  Indianapolis,  Ind.) 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  have  before  me  your  letter  of  October  28,  and  1  will  in  this 
case,  the  same  as  in  former,  send  copy  of  this  letter  to  Indianapolis  and  copy  to  New 
York,  so  tb&t  you  will  be  sure  to  get  it. 

Your  reassurance  of  success  in  Indiana  will  be  thoroughly  appreciated  by  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  but  not  more  so  than  it  is  by  your  Dutch  brother.  If  we  could  only 
give  Watson  a  larger  majority  in  Indiana  than  Taft  will  have,  wliat  a  fine  card  it 
would  be  for  us.    But,  of  course,  that  is  impossible  on  account  of  the  liquor  issue. 

I  am  especially  interested  in  what  you  pay  about  the  eastern  districts.  I  can 
well  understand  that  it  is  difficult  to  beat  Nichols  in  Pennsylvania,  but  I  am  also 
sure  that  you  will  never  lay  down  and  that  we  will  never  consider  ourselves  beaten 
in  a  single  case  until  after  tne  3d. 

I  am  very  much  worried  about  your  own  condition.  I  know  that  this  strenuous 
work  must  be  telling  on  you  very  much,  and  you  had  better  be  just  as  careful  as 
you  can  with  your  good  self.  After  the  election  you  will  have  time  to  lay  up  for 
repairs,  but  under  no  consideration  must  you  let  things  go  too  far.  You  know  the 
luud  time  you  had  of  it  in  New  York;  and  if  you  are  strong  and  healthy  and  vig- 
orous, you  are  not  made  of  cast  iron  and  copper  lined,  and  it  is  much  easier  to  ruin 
one's  health  than  to  get  it  back  into  good  shape.  But  the  enthusiasm  and  excite- 
ment carries  you  on,  and  if  only  you  nad  your  good  wife  with  you  to  take  care  of 
you  and  watch  and  see  that  you  are  not  neglecting  yourself  you  would  be  all  right. 
As  it  is,  you  must  be  careful,  if  not  on  your  own  account  on  account  of  your  wife 
and  your  friends. 
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I  am  sure  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  be  especially  glad  to  see  your  advice  about 
Hughes.  He  did  not  like  that  part  of  Mr.  Emery's  report  at  all.  Even  if  Hughes's 
opponent  was  not  much  better  than  he  is,  it  would  give  us  much  prestige  to  have 
Hughes  beaten — 

Who  was  Hughes's  opponent  in  1908? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Burke,  I  believe. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  not  this  gentleman  who  was  here  Friday 
night,  Mr.  McClave? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  that  was  in  1910  and  1912  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed  (continuing  reading) : 

but  it  is  especially  gratifying  to  learn  from  your  letter  that  Foxhall  is  all  right.  It 
takes  a  politician  to  size  up  a  poUtician,  and  we  all^  including  Mr.  Emery,  have  lots 
to  learn  horn.  you.  Mr.  Parry  is  a  pretty  good  politician,  and  when  he  says  over  and 
over  that  you  can  give  him  cards  and  spades  and  beat  him  it  s  certainly  the  best 
recommendation  that  anyone  can  give  you. 

I  wish  I  could  do  some  of  the  running  and  rushing  for  you.  As  it  is,  I  can  only  sit 
at  this  office  and  work  and  worry  for  you  and  with  you  to  the  best  of  my  ability,  but 
that  you  have  Mr.  Van  Cleave 's  approval  to  a  degree  that  has  been  reached  by  very 
few  people  is  not  news  to  you.    Nevertheless,  I  want  to  repeat  it  over  and  over. 

Do  you  know  Mr.  James  T.  Hoile,  secretary  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association, of 
New  York?  He  is  quite  a  politician,  and  a  pretty  smart  fellow,  besides  he  is  a  mighty 
fine  man.  1  have  a  letter  from  him  to-day,  which  I  attach  hereto.  I  also  attach 
copy  of  my  reply;  furthermore  I  attach  a  short  letter  of  introduction. 

I  do  not  see  any  use  reading  any  more  of  that.  It  seems  to  be 
an  inconsequential  letter.  Let  it  be  printed  in  the  book  of  Mulhall 
exhibits. 

Mr.  Mxjlhall.  Let  me  correct  myself.  It  was  not  Burke;  it  waa 
Foxhall,  who  was  running  in  1908. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  letter  which  we  will  call  No.  2184-B. 
I  will  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  the  secretary, 
Mr.  Schwedtman,  to  Mr.  Hone  1 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  it  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
sent  to  Mr.  Hoile  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  was  this  copy  made  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  October  21,  1908. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  paper  seems  new  and  fresh. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  Senator;  on  close  inspection  you  will  see  it  is 
not. 

Here  is  another  letter  which  is  not  printed,  which  I  have  marked 
*'  No.  2184-C."     Is  that  an  original  letter  from  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(No.  2184-C  was  later  found  to  be  a  duplicate  of  No.  2190.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2186,  2187  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2189  is  addressed  ''Hon.  Walter  Scott.''  Who 
signed  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  was  a  copy  of  a  letter 
got  up  to  deceive  Mr.  Scott  in  the  Fairchild  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  got  it  up  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Gushing. 

Senator  Reed.  How  was  that  going  to  deceive  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  read  it,  sir,  I  guess  it  will  explain. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wiU  read  it.     [Reading:] 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      2948 

(2189.) 

OCTOB&R  30. 

ITon.  Walter  Scott,  OneontOy  N.  Y. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Scott:  Yours  of  October  29  I  submitted  to  our  committee  this 
morning,  and  they  wish  me  to  say,  in  answer  to  the  request  that  you  have  made,  that 
thev  consider  that  your  committee  is  fairly  dealt  with  at  the  present  time.  In  view^ 
of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hearst  is  already  allowingpay  for  services  and  expenses  to  R.  R. 
>fackey,  A.  L.  Judd,  Granville  Rathbun,  D.  H.  Hanris,  and  Mr.  Brink,  besides  send- 
ing vou  all  the  campaign  literature  and  paraphernalia  that  is  required  and  paying 
for  the  distribution  of  the  same,  we  feel  that  your  committee  is  very  well  taken  care 
of^  and  that  you  should  meet  your  own  expenses  for  the  balance  of  the  campaign.  We 
wiah  to  say  it  is  out  of  the  question  to  have  Mr.  Hearst  sent  to  your  county,  and  it  is 
also  impossible  to  assign  any  campaign  speakers  to  that  district  at  the  present  time. 
Very  respectfully, 

M. 

Senator  Xelson.  Who  was  that,  *'M."? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  a  letter  written  up  in  the  New  York 
office.  That  was  in  1906  that  this  goes  back  to,  the  campaign  of 
1906,  when  I  was  sent  up  to  help  Mr.  Fairchild  by  Mr.  Gushing,  and 
there  was  a  letter  written  up  first,  the  original  letter  was  written  up 
on  Hearst's  paper,  as  a  kind  of  an  introduction  to  Mr.  Scott,  or  sent 
to  Mr.  Scott,  of  myself,  and  I  went  certainly  to  get  into  Mr.  Scott's 
confidence  under  false  representations  from  that  office;  and  after 
the  committee  was  ^ot  going ,  all  the  information  that  was  needed 
was  found  out.  This  was  tne  letter  that  followed  my  departure 
from  Oneonta. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  1906  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  we  need  go  back  into  that.  It  is 
printed  here,  and  there  is  no  date  given  except  ^'October  30."  I  do 
not  know  who  guessed  at  the  date  '*  1908.''  There  should  be  some- 
thing in  the  margin  of  that  letter  to  indicate  that  the  Mulhall  testi- 
mony shows  the  date  to  be  1906. 

Senator  Nelson.  Of  course  his  testimony  goes  into  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  What  he  has  said  here  goes  in;  but  the  letters  will 
be  printed  as  an  appendix,  and  there  ought  to  be  something  of  that 
kind  there  with  the  letter. 

Is  No.  2190  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr,  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  a  letter  sent  to 
me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  a  duplicate  of  that  extra  letter  that 
I  just  read. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  that  is  the  same  as  you  read. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  best  way  to  do,  then,  is  to  leave  out 
2184~C,  which  is  not  printed  in  the  record,  and  let  it  appear  that  after 
having  been  identified  hj  the  witness  it  was  discovered  to  be  a  dupli- 
cate of  2190,  and  hence  is  not  printed. 

Is  No.  2191  an  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  in  that  account  the  following  item: 

Oct.  31.  Paid  U>  one  member  of  the  executive  board  of  the  Mine  Workers'  Uniou, 
of  Pennsylvania,  for  paying  workers  in  the  tenth,  eleventh,  and  twelfth  congressional 
districts  of  Pennsylvania  to  do  general  campaign  work,  due  this  date,  $300. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  under  the  same  heading  as  the  last  that  I 
just  gave. 
Senator  Nelson.  To  Walsh  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  are  his  initials  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   W.  M. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  a  continuation  of  the  other  payment  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  if  this  account  was  rendered  to  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  if  it  was  a  correct  account; 
and  so  far  as  it  purports  to  show  the  receipt  or  disposition  of  moneys, 
was  it  accurate  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  pay  Walsh  that  money  yourself? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  say  that  the  $25  in  this  account,  whiclu 
was  **  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  Boiler  Makers'  Union,  of  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  for  service  rendered  and  information  furnished,  due  this  date/' 
was  paid  to  Walsh  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  that  was  one  of  the  workers  referred 
to  before. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  were  about  250  workers  at  that  time.  There 
were  meetings  held,  and  as  the  letter  states,  there  were  30,000  workers 
turned  out  on  the  streets;  so  I  am  sure  no  man  on  Grod's  earth  could 
keep  detailed  track  of  that  work. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  note  here  which  sajrs: 

No6.  2244-2276,  inclusive,  cover  November  dates,  and  should  be  next  referred  to 
before  2162-2166  et  seq. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  comes  in  later. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  will  have  to  take  that  up  when  we  reach  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  have  to  be  taken  by  the  clerH  and  put  in  itB 

¥  roper  place.  Manifestly  these  ara  accounts  for  this  particular  time, 
he  account,  however,  is  not  2244,  but  is  2247-2249,  and  is  for 
November,  1908,  and  begins  at  October  31,  where  the  other  account, 
numbered  2191,  ends. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  that  Aumber? 

Senator  Reed.  2247-2249. 

The  next,  2250-2251 ,  is  a  letter,  and  is  dated  November  2,  1908.  I 
am  trying  to  straighten  out  these  accounts  in  the  record.  I  say  2250- 
2251  IS  a  letter  of  November  2,  1908.  That  is  the  place  to  which  I 
have  turned  in  this  record.  There  are  a  great  many  intervening  letters. 
I  think  we  will  be  able  to  straighten  it  out. 

I  now  hand  you  2192-2199  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  an 
account  you  rendered  this  association,  if  it  correctly  shows  the  receipts 
and  expenditures  so  far  as  it  purports  to  show  the  same,  and  if  it  is 
correct  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  are  three  letters  which  have  been  handed  to 
me.  The  committee  mav  use  their  discretion  about  putting  them 
in.  One  is  dated  November  28,  1868,  but  that  is  evidently  a  clerical 
error  in  copyinjr  the  date.  It  is  a  letter  of  introduction  signed  by 
M.  S.  Qua]^,  J.  S.  Clarkson,  J.  S.  Fassett,  and  William  W.  Dudley. 
It  is  not  printed.     What  is  the  correct  date  of  that  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  This  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
that   was  given   to  me — a  letter  of  thanks  after  the  campaign  of 
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1888 — ^by  Senator  Quay  and  the  executive  board  of  the  national 
committee.     The  orio^al  is  on  file  in  the  Treasury  Department. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  this  is  a  letter  commending  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Mulhaix.  (Hying  me  thanks  for  the  work  done  in  that  cam- 
pai^y  by  the  entire  executive  board  of  the  national  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  If  it  is  a  letter  of  1888,  it  is  entirely  out  of  place 
at  this  pointy  and  the  clerk  of  the  committee  will  see  that  it  is  prmted 
as  nearly  as  possible  in  Hs  proper  place  in  the  volume  of  letters. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wiU  state  that  the  committee  asked  me  to  send 
in  any  letters  and  credentials  that  I  might  have«  and  I  have  done  so 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  another  letter  dated  November  10,  1892, 
signed  by  Carter,  Qarkson,  and  others,  recommending  you.  Is  that 
a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  received  from  those  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  another  letter  of  the  same  nature,  from  the 
national  conmiittee  of  1892. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  are  the  originals  of  these? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  got  the  original  of  .this  at  home.  Senator, 
and  you  can  have  it  here  ii  you  wish  it;  and  I  have  hundreds  of  others. 
The  original  of  that  other  letter  is  in  the  Treasurer  Department.  It 
was  fil^  there  when  I  was  appointed  in  the  United  States  Secret 
Service. 

Senator  Reed.  When  were  you  appointed  in  the  United  States 
Secret  Service  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  1889. 

Senator  Reed.  How  long  did  you  serve  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Three  years. 

Senator  Reed.  In  what  department  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  Secret-Service  Division  of  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  the  head  of  that  Secret  Service  then  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  John  Bell  and  A.  L.  Drummond,  I  believe,  while  I 
was  in  the  service. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  another  letter  dated  November  10,  1982, 
signed  Gifford  D.  Gregory,  Albany,  N.  Y.  Is,  that  a  copy  of  a  letter 
vou  received  from  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Mr.  Gregory  was  the  chairman  of  the  Albany 
County  committee  at  that  time,  and  he  sent  me  a  letter  of  than^ 
after  tne  campaign  was  over. 

Senator  Reed.  The  clerk  will  see  that  these  letters  are  printed  as 
nearly  in  their  proper  place  as  they  can  be. 

2192-2199  is  prmted  as  one  account.  The  intervening  numbers 
are  merely  duphcates  which  have  been  numbered  by  the  clerks  in 
preparing  this  matter.    The  whole  account  is  complete  as  printed. 

No.  2200  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  ? 

The  Chairman.  Nothing  important. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2201  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  It  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman, 
sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2202-2204  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Van 
Cleave  by  you  ? 

ilr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  that  any  member  of  the 
committee  wants  to  read  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  report  to  Mr.  \an  Cleave  by  Mr.  Mulhall 
of  some  proceedings  here  before  Congress,  is  it  not  ? 

The  Chairman.  A  meeting  of  the  V\'ays  and  Means  Committee. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2205  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  Schwedtmau 
wrote  to  Bird,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mui.hall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  part  of  that  is  important  enough  to  be 
read.     I  read  the  following: 

(2205.) 

St.  Louifi,  December  2,  190S. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Your  telegram,  reading  aa  follows,  just  received:  '*The  time 
seems  most  opportune  lor  presenting  tariff  commission  proposition.  Suggest  vour 
wiring  Mr.  Emery,  requesting  him  to  confer  with  this  office  to  prepare  such  a  oill. 
The  matter  will  be  presented  for  your  consideration  after  conference  with  Emery." 

It  is  not  a  strange  coincidence  that  your  mind  is  on  this  subject  at  the  time  when 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  giving  it  very  much  thought.  One  of  the  objects  of  his  visit  to 
Washington  will  be  to  size  up  one.  two,  or  three  Congressmen  who  will  inUroduce 
tarifif  commission  bills.  You  are  rignt  in  saying  that  the  association  ought  to  frame  it« 
own  bill,  but  it  must  be  adapted  to  the  individuality  of  the  Congressmen  best  suitvecl 
to  present  the  bill. 

Mr.  Mulhall  will  be  able  to  give  us  much  information  as  to  the  best  man  for  the  job, 
because  he  has  been  on  a  still  nunt  for  this  man  for  a  week  or  so.  Mr.  Emerv  will  be 
able  to  give  much  information  on  this  point,  and  will  be  the  man  best  suitea  to  draft 
the  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Here  is  another  paragraph: 

Having  all  this  in  mind,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  asked  me  to  summon  all  three  of  you  to' 
Washington  to  discuss  this  question,  and  I  am  sure  you  will  all  be  on  hand  promptly. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  rest  of  it,  as  foUows: 

As  already  stated,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  leave  St.  Louis  Sundav  noon,  arriving  in 
Washington  at  4.30  Monday.    As  soon  as  he  finishes  dinner  he  will  be  ready  for  you 
and  will  be  glad  to  devote  all  the  evening  to  this  most  important  question. 
I  am  sending  copy  of  this  letter  to  Mr.  Emery  and  to  Mr.  Mulhall. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman, 
P. 

Secretary  to  the  Pretident. 
Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird, 

New  York  City. 

The  following  telegram  was  sent  to-day  to  you,  Mr.  Emery,  and  Col.  Mulhall: 
"Mr.  Van  Cleave  wants  to  meet  Emery,  Bird,  and  Mulhall  in  Washington  Monday 
evening,  December  7,  to  discuss  tariff  situation  with  a  view  to  preparing  tariff  com- 
mission bill.*' 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Let  me  see  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  a  telegram  or  a  letter  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  postscript  to  the  letter. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Mr.  Emery  prepare  the  tariff  commission 
bill? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  that  for  a  certainty. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2206-2208  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  appears  to  be  upon  the  letterhead  of  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.     I  desire  to  call  the  atten- 
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tion  of  the  committee  to  the  inside  of  that  document,  which  has  been 
omitted  in  the  printing. 

The  Chaikman.  It  seems  to  be  a  map. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  read  part  of  this  letter.  It  is  dated 
December  1,  1908,  and  is  written  from  St.  Louis.     It  reads: 

Mt  Dbar  Martin  :  Your  letter  of  November  28  duly  received  yesterday  was  care-^ 
fully  noted  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  well  as  by  your  Dutch  brother.  We  are  both  de« 
lighted  to  hear  that  you  have  entirely  recuperated  from  your  serious  illness. 

AH  your  suggestions  are,  of  course,  excellent^  as  always,  and  you  can  not  possibly 
spend  your  time  at  nresent  better  than  by  learning  all  that  is  worth  knowing  in  Wash^ 
ington.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  I  will  be  there  next  week.  Our  chief  will  iMidress  the 
National  Rivers  and  Harbors  Congress  on  Thursday  morning,  December  10.  Very 
likely  we  will  arrive  in  Washington  on  Tuesday  or  Wednesday  evening.  You  no  doubt 
know  that  Mr.  Miles  is  in  Wawington  now,  imd  yesterday  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Tomp^ 
kins,  as  well  as  Mr.  Bird  and  Mr.  Lewis,  were  present  there  to  attend  to  tariff  matters. 

I  am  not  sure  that  you  have  seen  all  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  has  said  on  the  tariff  lately, 
and  therefore  I  send  you  herewith,  on  general  principles,  three  important  documents. 
I  know' you  want  to  always  understand  in  detail  our  chiefs  views  and  our  association's 
policy.  If  vou  read  over  the  correspondence  that  has  been  exchanged  between  Mr. 
Payne  and. Mr.  Van  Cleave  first,  you  will  have  the  eist  of  the  whole  matter.  I  think 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  puts  Mr.  Payne  decidedlv  on  the  defensive,  and  the  clipping  taken 
from  this  morning's  Globe  indicates  that  Mr.  Payne  feels  his  position  keenly.  He  is 
now  going  to  compel  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Miles,  by  special  action  of  Congress,  to 
appear  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee.  I  think  that  when  he  is  through  with 
his  work  he  wiU  widi  that  he  had  not  begun.  However,  please  note  that  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  does  not  use  a  harsh  word  against  Mr.  Payne,  and  in  our  judgment  neither  Mr. 
Payne  nor  his  associates  can  possibly  find  fault  with  or  have  hard  feelin^j^s  against  Mr« 
Van  Cleave  personally.    Please  let  me  know  how  this  correspondence  strikes  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  also  the  following: 

Mr.  Van  ("leave  is  very  glad  to  learn  from  you  that  several  Congressmen  interviewed 
by  you  praise  the  work  of  our  organization.  If  we  find  out  how  the  various  individi^ala 
stand  on  labor  matters  and  on  tariff  matters,  especially  whether  they  are  in  favor  of  an 
expert  tariff  commission,  such  as  Mr.  Van  (Cleave  and  the  association  have  persistently 
advocated,  it  will  be  a  oreat  help  at  the  right  time.  Of  course  we  must  do  this  with 
all  the  tact  in  the  world  so  that  we  do  not  make  enemies.  But  it  is  useless  for  a  far 
westerner  to  tell  this  to  a  polished,  experienced  easterner,  such  as  you  are. 

Mr.  Emery  when  in  St.  Louis  said  that  he  expected  to  be  in  Washington  the  first 
of  the  month,  so  very  likely  you  have  discussea  matters  with  him  before  this  letter 
reaches  you. 

I  have  had  several  very  nice  letters  from  our  friend  James  Watson,  and  we  hope  to 
see  him  and  have  a  long  talk  with  him  in  Washington  next  week. 

It  is  difficult  to  tell  what  this  next  session  of  Congress  is  going  to  bring  us,  but  all 
political  leaders  to  whom  we  have  been  able  to  speak  seem  to  feel  that  no  lalior  legisla- 
tion will  be  possible.  We  will  have  to  wait  and  see,  because  Theodore  Roosevelt  is 
going  to  fight  up  to  the  last  day  of  his  administration. 

Senator  Reed.  The  P.  S.  reads  as  follows: 

P.  S. — I  am  writing  this  on  new  letterhead,  just  to  show  what  we  are  getting  out 
from  time  to  time. 

After  that  follows  a  copy  of  the  text  of  that  letterhead. 
The  Chairman.  I  think  I  will  read   the  following  extract  from 
the  New  York  World : 

(New  York  World.l 

The  best  evidence  that  the  business  interests  of  this  country  are  being  awakened 
to  their  peril  is  found  in  the  fact  that  last  week  there  were  more  than  10,000  telegrama 
and  letters  sent  to  Congress,  the  Senate,  and  the  President  of  the  United  States  from 
and  by  the  business  men  of  this  country  from  Seattle  to  Tampa  and  from  New  York 
to  San  Francisco.    This  shows  conclusivelv  that  the  buainess  interest  is  aroused. 
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I  will  read,  also,  the  following  from  the  New  York  Globe; 

[New  York  Globe.] 

Telegrams  are  raining  down  on  the  Wliite  House  and  on  Members  of  the  House  and 
Benate  protesting  against  any  legislation  for  modification  of  the  Sherman  law  as  it 
affects  labor  organizations  and  against  anti-injunction  legislation.  These  telegrams 
Cure  from  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  are  sent  by  manufactiu^rs  and  business  men  of  all 
Borts.  Their  number  is  amazing.  The  Wliite  House  in  particular  is  being  bombarded 
fiercely.  One  Member  of  Congress  declared  that  the  President  already  had  10,000 
telegrams  of  protest.  This  is  regarded  as  an  exaggeration,  but  the  number  received 
may  be  judged  by  the  fact  that  Kepresentative  Watson  got  100  overnight. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  these  red  marks  upon  this  map  to  indicate 
where  there  were  members  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Where  there  were  organizations  that  came  under 
that  head. 

Senator  Reed.  Not  merely  members,  but  organizations  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  know  that  we  ought  to  go 
to  the  expense  of  printing  the  map  in  the  record,  but  I  do  think  that 
the  fact  ou^ht  to  oe  somewhere  indicated  that  they  did  get  out  this 
map,  and  that  these  places  were  indicated  by  marks  upon  the  map. 

The  Chaikman.  I  think  that  fulljr  identifies  it.  The  red  niarks 
indicated  where  there  were  organizations  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  What  do  the  blue  marks  mean  that  are  upon  this 
mtp? 

Senator  Nelson.  They  are  newspaper  clippings,  are  they  not, 
pasted  on? 

The  Chairman.  Oh,  no;  he  refers  to  the  blue  dots.  There  are  red 
dots  and  blue  dots  on  the  map. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  the  blue  dots  indicate  ? 

Mr.  MuLUALL.  No;  I  can  not  call  it  to  mind  now.  My  head  is  not 
clear  upon  that  subject,  but  I  think  that  later  letters  will  clear 
that  up. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  we  simply  print  the  fact  that  there 
is  a  map,  and  then  the  names  of  the  towns  with  the  dots  opposite 
them  wul  make  it  clear. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  this,  I 
am  not  quite  sure,  for  I  have  not  seen  that  for  a  long  time,  but  I  think 
lipon  the  back  page  you  will  find  an  extract  from  Leslie's  Weekly. 
Leslie's  Weekly  at  that  time  printed  a  long  story  of  the  organization 
of  the  Council,  and  I  think  it  also  printed  a  copy  of  the  map,  and  fol- 
lowed it  along  with  an  inter\'iew.  It  may  be  that  that  will  give  the 
explanation  tnat  the  Senator  desires. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  any  explanation  of  the  blue  dots 
here. 

(To  the  witness:)  Here  is  a  newspaper  clipping  dated  Washington, 
November  30.  Was  that  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  or  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  ?     It  is  referred  to  in  the  Schwedtman  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Unless  the  letter  speaks  of  it,  I  could  not  say  that 
it  was. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  is  probably  self-explanatory,  and  we  will  not  stop 
to  look  it  up  at  this  tune.  There  is  a  statement  in  that  newspaper 
clipping  to  this  effect : 

Chftirman  Payne  has  stroDgl)^  resented  the  attacks,  and  the  request  to  Congress  for 
the  rif ht  to  subpoena  witnesses  is  understood  to  be  directed  mainly  at  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
and  Mr.  Miles,  who  have  not  appeared,  despite  special  invitations. 

It  refers  to  the  tariff  bill.  There  might  be  something  hereafter 
about  it. 

Is  No.  2209  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  I 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  It  is  not  important. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2210  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Senator  Foraker 
to  you  ? 

Sir.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  1!s  No.  2211  a  copy  of  a  letter  of  introduction  that 
Senator  Foraker  gave  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  to  Mr.  Kurtz,  his  manager  in  Chicago. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2212  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedt^ 
man? 

Mr.  Mui^HALL  (after  examination) .  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedt^ 
man.  The  envelope  attached  to  it  is  the  Kurtz  envelope.  That  haa 
been  misplaced. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2213,  2214  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  letter  should  be  read.  I  will  react 
this  part  of  it: 

(2213,  2214.) 

Dbcbmbbr  10, 8. 

Dear  Ferdinand:  I  know  that  vou  are  aware  by  this  time  that  the  chief  arrived 
here  safely,  and  for  the  four  days  that  he  has  been  here  we  have  all  been  on  the  go, 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  included.  I  just  write  you  this  short  letter  to  state  that  things 
appear  to  be  brightening  up  veiy  nicely  at  the  start  out'  of  this  sesaion. 

We  have  secured  in  the  person  of  GeoigB  R.  Malby,  a  Representatl/e  from  New 
York,  a  man  who  will  fill  the  bill  entirely  in  Judge  Jenkins's  place  when  he  finishes 
his  term  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  We  are  working  to  make  Mr. 
Malby  chairman  of  that  committee,  and  this  has  been  entirely  satisfactory  to  Mr. 
Emery,  and  I  think  it  is  a  splendid  move.  We  have  laid  the  matter  fully  before 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  he  fully  approves  of  it,  and  we  are  all  to  work  now  to  try  to  make 
Malby  chidrman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  know  it  is  not  necessary  to  eo  into  a 
full  explanation  of  this,  as  you  will  see  the  chief  on  Saturday,  as  I  understand  from  him 
this  morning  that  he  will  start  to  New  York  this  evening,  and  I  suppose  will  reach 
St.  Louis  a^ut  Saturday  of  this  week. 

I  expect  to  leave  here  to-morrow  afternoon  for  a  short  run  out  to  Ohio.  Senator 
Fonker  put  it  straight  up  to  us  about  giving  him  some  aid  in  that  State,  and  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  allied  a  conference  of  Mr.  Miles,  Mr.  Bird,  Mr.  Emery,  and  myself  yesterday 
afternoon  to  talk  the  matter  over,  and  they  instructed  me  to'go  out  to  Omo  and  to 
cover  my  tracks  completely,  so  that  we  will  not  give  any  offense  to  the  friends  of 
Mr.  Charles  P.  Taft,  who  is  seeking  the  Senatorship  in  that  State  also.  I  know  that 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  tell  vou  all  about  this  when  ne  reaches  St  Louis,  and  when  I 
reach  Ohio  I  will  do  my  best  to  keep  you  posted  on  my  movements  there  and  what 
success  I  shall  have. 

We  are  very  much  disappointed  that  Mr.  Watson  has  not  reached  Washington  as 
yet,  although  we  have  splendid  aid  from  Senator  Hemenway,  Kittridge  Haskins,  of 
the  second  Vermont  district.  Vice  President  elect  Sherman,  George  W.  Southwick, 
J.  Slottt  Fassett,  and  several  others  who  have  pledged  to  aid  us  towards  making  up 
this  committee. 
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Senator  Reed.  What.committee  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Senator  Reed.  ^  hy  were  you  trying  to  make  up  that  conmiittee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  were  trying  to  get  Mr.  Malby  on  that  com- 
mittee.    I  guess  that  is  what  it  means. 

Senator  Keed.  )/V  hy  did  you  want  him  on  that  committee  ? 

Mr  MuLHALL.  To  take  the  place  of  Judge  Jenkins. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  particularly  selecting  this  man? 

Mr  MuLHALL.  Because  Mr.  Emery  positively  stated  that  he  had 
interviewed  Mr.  Malby  on  several  occasions,  and  that  he  thought 
he  would  take  Judge  Jenkins's  place,  and  along  the  same  lines, 
and  if  appointed  on  the  committee,  he  would  be  beneficial  to  the 
manufacturers  while  in  that  position 

Senator  Reed.  In  view  of  the  reference  which  was  made  to  Senator 
Foraker,  that  was  just  read,  I  now  desire  to  call  \he  attention  of  the 
committee  to  No.  2210,  a  letter  from  Senator  Foraker,  which  is  as 
follows : 

(2210.) 

Unfted  States  Senate, 
Committee  ok  Pacific  Islands  and  Porto  Rico, 

December  9,  1908, 
Mr.  M.  M.  MuLHALL. 

No.  611  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington^  D.  C. 

Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  Referring  to  my  conversation  with  you  yesterday,  I  would 
be  glad  to  have  you  go  to  Ohio  and  assist  me  there  in  so  far  as  you  may  be  able  to  do 
BO.  I  think  the  most  important  points  for  you  to  visit  would  be  Spiingfield,  Toledo, 
Youngstown,  Steubenville,  Bellaire,  Zanesville,  and  Columbus.  1  can  not  add  to 
what  I  said  to  you  yesterday  as  to  the  situation  or  as  to  the  class  of  people  whom 
you  should  see.     You  know  better  about  that  than  I  do. 

Hoping  you  may  be  able  to  comply  with  my  suggestions  without  unreasonable 
inconvenience,  I  remain. 

Very  tnily,  yours,  etc.,  J.^  B.  Forakbr. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  remember,  Mr.  Mulhall,  who  became 
the  successor  on  the  committee  of  Jenkins  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes,  sir;  Judge  Parker.  He  was  too  far  down  on 
the  list  to  have  been  mven  the  place.  Mr.  Watson  worked  along 
that  line,  but  the  Speaker  would  not  appoint  him  because  he  was 
too  far  down  on  th**  list. 

The  Chairman.  Malby  was  too  far  down  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Then,  they  got  Parker  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  get  a  satisfactory  man  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  that  Parker  was  entirely  satis- 
factory to  me.  He  might  haye  been  to  some  of  the  others.  The 
first  time  I  went  to  see  him  he  showed  a  great  deal  of  independence. 

Senatpr  Nelson.  He  was  from  New  Jersey,  was  he  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  the  seventh  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  Why  do  you  say  the  first  time  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  several  visits  afterwards. 

S**nator  Walsh.  And  found  him  more  tractable  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  found  him  very  submissive  to  the  requests 
that  were  made. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2215-2217  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered 
the  association  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  does  that  correctly  show  the  amounts  of 
mon?y  received  and  expended,  so  far  as  it  purports  to  show  the  same  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed,  Is  No.  2218  a  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2219-2221  is  a  copy  of  another  account  which 
you  rendered  this  association,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  papers).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  correctly  shows  the  items  of  money  you 
received  and  disbursed  ?  • 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2222  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  to  myself. 

Senator  Reed  (reading  from  No.  2222): 

I  am  on  my  way  to  Mr.  Van  Cleavers  home.  He  has  been  extremely  busy  since 
his  return  from  Wa6hinfi;ton,  and  it  has  been  impossible  for  him  to  go  over  all  the  details 
which  he  had  discussed  with  you,  Mr.  Emery,  and  Mr.  Bird. 

However,  he  did  say  something  to  me  about  your  mission  out  West.  At  that  time  I 
imderstood  him  to  say  that  you  were  not  to  make  a  solitary  move  unless  the  details 
of  such  move  were  carefuUy  discussed  with  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Kirby.  I  am  writing 
this  letter  so  that  there  may  be  no  possible  misunderstanding  about  this.  I  will  see 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  to-night,  and  after  I  have  had  several  hours  to  eo  over  some  important 
correspondence  waiting  at  this  office  for  him  he  will  no  doubt  tell  me  more  about 
your  movements. 

Is  No.  2223  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  paragraph  of  it: 

I  note  all  that  you  say  about  Congressman  Malby,  Senator  Foraker,  and  James  E. 
Watson.  I  am  sorry  that  he  could  not  be  in  Washin^n  at  this  time.  No  doubt  there 
are  some  good  reasons  for  it.  When  you  come  out  West  you  will,  of  course,  make  it  a 
I>oint  to  see  Mr.  Watson,  and  I  hope  that  you  will  see  us  in  St.  Louis  soon. 

No.  2224  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  or  a  copy  of  a  letter.  It 
must  be  an  inclosure  to  me,  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  Mr.  Williams. 

Senator  Reed.  You  mean  this  letter  must  have  been  inclosed  to 
you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  of  introduction  to  Williams  ?  Who 
was  Mr.  Williams  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  he  was  the  chairman  of  the  State  comn^ittee, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken — the  Ohio  State  committee.  [After  further 
examination.]  No,  sir.  It  was  a  letter  ^"tven  to  me  from  Mr.  Kirby 
to  call  on  Mr.  Charles  W.  Williams,  who  was  a  prominent  attorney  in 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  when  I  went  out  there  on  the  Foraker  mission. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2225,  2226  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  special  importance  in 
that.     No.  2227,  2228  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examinino:  letter) .  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  business  manager  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers. 


2952      MAINTENAKCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLT7EK0E  LEGISIATION. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2229  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  paragraph: 

Telephone  communication  from  Mr.  Emery  yesterday  advised  that  Mr.  Watson 
was  in  Washington,  and  that  he  had  an  appointment  with  him.  I  stated  to  him  that 
in  view  of  Mr.  Watson  being  there,  possibly  it  would  be  advisable  for  him  to  wire  you 
the  situation,  and  thus  make  your  trip  to  Indianapolis  unnecessary. 

No.  2230,  2232  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  That  is  a  letter  I  §ent  to 
Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  the  Ohio  Senator  to-day  at  his  office  in  this  city,  and  I 
thoroughly  satisfied  him  with  the  work  that  we  were  doing  for  him.  I  ^ve  him 
information  from  several  sources  which  he  wished  to  obtain,  and  informed  him  of  tlie 
condition  of  the  campaign  in  different  counties  that  he  asked  me  to  obtain  informatioii 
upon. 

I  got  this  information  through  political  friends  of  my  own  in  Cleveland.  Akron,  and 
this  city,  and  it  has  thoroughly  satisfied  the  Senator,  and  he  is  strongly  under  the 
impression  that  we  are  rendering  him  the  aid  that  he  wishes  us  to  give.  The  Senator 
has  helped  me  hugely  by  stating  that  he  wishes  the  work  done  confidentially,  and 
advised  me  against  letter  writing  of  any  kind;  so  certainly  this  is  right  into  my  hand, 
and  it  helped  me  with  the  program  that  I  wish  to  carry  out  without  letting  anybody 
know  what  my  mission  was  nere  to  Ohio. 

Senator  Reed  (Reading) : 

If  I  reach  Baltimore  in  time  to  catch  Mr.  Watson  before  he  leaves  for  Indiana,  I 
shall  go  to  Washington  to  see  him  before  I  go  to  Baltimore,  for  there  is  a  lot  of  informa- 
tion I  should  like  to  give  to  Watson  which  I  think  he  will  be  pleased  to  receive,  and 
which  I  think  will  do  our  association  some  good. 

Senator  Nelson.  Had  not  Watson  by  that  time  been  beaten  for 
governor  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  still  held  over  as  Congressman,  did  he  not  ? 

"Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2233  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedt- 
man! 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed  (reading)  : 

Before  leaving  Cincinnati  yesterday  afternoon  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Senator 
Foraker  at  3  p.  m.  When  I  called  at  his  office  I  saw  Mr.  Geoi]^  Cox,  the  Cincinnati 
boss,  go  into  the  Senator's  private  office,  and,  after  his  interview  was  over  with  the 
Senator,  Foraker  came  to  tne  door  and  called  me  in  himself  and  told  me  that  things 
had  brightened  up  a  good  deal  for  him  in  the  last  24  hours. 

Is  No.  2234  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh  (reading)  : 

I  hope  that  you  will  see  Watson  in  Washington  before  he  starts  for  Indiana.  It 
seems  that  Mr.  Emery  has  had  a  long  talk  with  him.  You  will  no  doubt  discuss  all 
this  with  friend  James  early  next  week.  I  sincerely  hope  that  we  can  land  Mr. 
Watson  in  a  Cabinet  position.    The  attempt  is  certainly  worth  all  our  energy. 

Is  No.  2235  a  letter  from  Emery  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

Mr.  Watson  is  here  and  will  continue  to  be  here  except  for  the  holidays.  We  have 
had  a  long  discussion  on  matters,  so  if  it  was  your  intention  to  visit  him  in  Indianapolis 
before  return,  it  would  be  unnecessary. 
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No.  2236  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  an  account  of  the  Hotel  Imperial. 
I8  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2237  a  ocnwedtman  letter  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  something  about  Christmas  presents. 
Is  No.  2238  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed  (reading)  : 

Hording  Mr.  Watson .  Mr.  Van  Cleave  has  had  several  letters  from  Mr.  Emery  and 
Mr.  Bird  and  others.  None  of  these  letters  contain  definite  suggestions  as  to  how  we 
can  help  Mr.  Watson.  You  know  how  easy  it  is  to  make  a  mistake  and  to  hurt  a  man 
instead  of  helping  him.  It  does  not  seem  reasonable  that  the  method  you  suggest  of 
going  about  it  would  be  a  successful  one.  To  uige  the  appointment  of  a  ^binet 
officer  by  public  sentiment  is  hardly  the  right  thing.  As  ]i£r.  Watson  said  in  a  letter 
some  time  ago,  the  position  of  a  Cabinet  member  is  very  much  like  that  of  a  member 
of  a  man's  family,  and  unless  a  man  is  thoroughly  acceptable  to  Mr.  Taft  personally  it 
would  be  all  wrong  to  urffe  his  appointment,  and  it  would,  in  our  opinion,  have  the 
exact  opposite  effect  of  wnat  we  want.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  feels  that  he  must  leave  it  to 
Mr.  Watson's  jud^ent  entirely  as  to  what  can  be  done  for  him,  and  he  hopes  that  you 
and  Mr.  Eme^  will  convev  some  definite  sujggestions  at  an  early  date.  Tnere  can  not 
be  any  question  as  to  the  aesirability  of  having  Mr.  Watson  in  tne  Cabinet,  and  all  the 
aasociation's  reasonable  efforts  will  be  exerted  for  Mr.  Watson  upon  request. 

No  doubt  your  conference  with  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Kirby  will  bring  out  additional 
suggestions  about  the  Washington  and  Ohio  situations. 

Is  No.  2239  another  Schwedtman  letter? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  2240,  2241 ,  a  copy  of  your  letter  to  Schwedtman  t 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is    2242,    2243    a   copy    of    a   letter   you    wrote 
Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

Since  I  wrote  you  from  New  York.  I  took  up  the  matter  in  my  home  State,  and  I 
have  seen  the  five  Congressmen  from  tnat  State ,  with  the  exception  of  Pearre .  Tlie  five 
gentlemen  I  saw  all  spoke  in  high  terms  of  Mr.  Watson,  and  three  of  them  will  do 
anyHiing  they  possibly  can  to  land  Mr.  Watson  in  the  cabinet,  and  have  pledged  that 
they  will  go  to  work  on  the  case  immediately  after  Coi^ress  met  again. 

I  came  over  here  to-day  with  Mr.  Gill,  of  the  fourth  Kuuryland  district,  and  althou^ 
Gill  is  a  Democrat,  he  is  a  protectionist  and  thoroughly  our  friend,  and  is  extremely 
friendly  to  Mr.  Watson.  He  and  I  talked  the  matter  over  fully  on  the  train  to-day,  and 
he  claims  he  can  be  a  factor  in  helping  Mr.  Watson. 

I  am  glad  to  report  that  I  have  had  several  meetings  with  a  lot  of  Pearre 's  friends 
and  that  all  claim  that  Pearre  will  pull  out  of  politics  and  will  not  run  for  Congress 
again  after  this  coming  session,  so  I  consider  this  a  victory  from  our  viewpoint,  for 
the  fight  we  have  made  on  Pearre  for  the  last  four  years  has  certainly  brought  this 
about.  I  feel  that  right  after  the  first  of  the  coming  year  I  shall  go  over  to  New  York 
and  see  Mr.  Parsons  and  several  other  Members  of  Congress  over  there,  for  if  we  are 
Roing  to  land  Watson  we  want  to  continually  keep  going  and  not  lose  any  time,  and  I 
feel  positive  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  our  friends  will  see  the  importance  of  sendinj^ 
a  delegation  to  Mr.  Taft  before  he  goes  to  Panama,  providing  we  wish  to  secure  this 
place  WT  our  friend . 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2244-2245  appears  to  be  a  list  of  names  written 
upon  House  stationery.  Each  page  has  this  printed  upon  the  back: 
** House  of  Representatives,  TJ.  o.  Committee  on  War  Claims,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C '    The  writing  is  in  pencil.    I  ask  you  who  wrote  that  list  ? 

Afr.  MuLHALU  (after  examining  papers).  Part  of  the  list  is  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Watson  and  the  balance  is  in  the  handwriting  of 
Mr.  Childs,  a  clerk  in  the  Committee  on  War  Claims. 

95089— PT  30—13 3 


2954       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  Which  part  is  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Watson  ? 
Read  it. 

Mr.  MLT.HALL.  I  think  it  is  "Gus  Gardner  of  Massachusetts,  Victor 
Murdock  of  Kansas,  Moses  Ijenroot,  of  Wisconsin,  Haugen  of  Iowa." 
That  is  all  in  Mr.  Watson's  handwriting. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  aU  Mr.  Watson's  handwriting? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  those  lists  made  to  represent  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Supposed  to  be  a  blacklist  that  was  handed  to  me 
to  give  it  out  to  the  membership  to  beat  those  men  who  are  on  that 
list. 

Senator  Reed.  All  of  them?  Now,  look  at  it.  Here  is  * 'Thomas 
D.  Nichols,  10th  Penna.'^ 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  certainly  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  on  tne  blacklist  ? 

-Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  he  was  on  the  blacklist  from  the  time  he 
was  elected. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  **  Herbert  Parsons,  13th  N.  Y." 

-Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  strictly  correct. 

Senator  Reed  (reading):  '^George  A. Pearre,  6th  Md." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Correct. 

Senator  Reed  (reading):  ** William  B.  Wilson,  15th  Penna." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Correct. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  there  is  ^^  William  S.  Greene,  13th  Mass.'' 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That,  I  think,  was  suggested  by  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  But  did  he  write  it? 

Mr,  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  it  appears  not. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  trus  was  written  by  Watson  and  by 
whom  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  By  Mr.  Childs,  a  clerk,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Childs  present  at  the  time  this  conversation 
took  place  and  this  paper  was  made  up  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir.  I  think  that  Childs  first  wrote  the  list, 
And  then  I  showed  it  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  then  he  added  the  fol- 
lowing on. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  there  are  some  names  on  there  that  are  stricken 
out  with  a  pencil.    Who  struck  them  out? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  Mr.  Watson  struck  them  out,  as  near  as 
I  can  remember. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  list  is  in  the  handwriting  of  either  Watson 
or  his  clerk? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Part  of  the  list,  as  near  as  I  can  remember,  is  in  the 
handwriting  of  Mr.  Watson.  The  other  part  is  in  the  handwriting  of 
Childs,  a  clerk. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  gave  you  the  list  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  first  got  the  fist  from  Mr.  Childs,  if  I  am  right, 
and  I  submitted  it  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  he  gave  me  the  balance. 

Senator  Reed.  Which  names  do  you  say  Watson  wrote  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Those  four,  I  think — Gus  Gardner,  Vic.  Murdock, 
Moses  Lenroot,  and  Haugen  of  Iowa. 

Senator  Reed.  They  are  in  a  handwriting  that  is  distinctly  differ- 
ent from  the  other  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  say  '^ Moses  Lenroot.*' 
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Senator  Reed.  ''Morse/'  I  guess  it  is. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Morse  Lenroot. 

Senator  Walsh.  Morse,  Lenroot,  and  Nebon.  It  is  intended  to  be 
the  names  of  three  Conffressmen,  is  it  not  1 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examination).  Oh,  yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  wrote  ''John  L.  Burnett,  7th  Alabama^'? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  riven  to  me  by  Mr,  Childs.  The 
balance  of  the  hst  was  given  to  meby  Mr.  Childs. 

Senator  Walsh.  Were  they  after  Ebenezer  J.  Hill,  of  Connecticut  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  they  were. 

Senator  Reed.  This  list  that  I  have  handed  to  you,  and  which  you 
have  been  examined  about,  namely,  2244-2245,  I  understand  was 
partly  written  by  Mr.  Childs,  who  was  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  clerk  in  the  Committee  on  War  Claims;  or,  in 
other  words,  he  was  Mr.  Haskins's  confidential  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  And  then  it  was  submitted  to  Mr.  Watson,  and 
some  names  were  stricken  out  and  some  names  were  added  by  Mr. 
Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  names  that  were  added  were  as  follows: 

"Gus.  Gardner,  Mass.;  Vic.  Murdock,  Kans.;  Morse,  Lenroot, 
Nelson,  Wis.;  Haugen,  Iowa"? 

What  was  this  list  ?  Was  this  a  list  made  up  of  men  who  were  sup- 
posed to  be  enemies  of  your  organization,  or  was  it  a  list  of  men  who 
were  blacklisted  and  were  to  be  put  down  and  regarded  as  not 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Supposed  to  be  men  that  this  organization  would 
not  support,  and  that  they  were  doing  what  they  possibly  could  to 
defeat. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  time  did  you  get  this  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  before  the  election.  That  was  given  to  me 
in  1909,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  In  1909  or  1908? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  the  date.  [After  further  exami- 
nation of  paper.]     I  am  not  sure  of  the  date,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  when  you  got  it,  whether  it  was 
before  or  after  the  election  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  it  was  before  the  election. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  it  must  have  been  in  1908.  There  was  no 
congressional  election  in  1909. 

i&.  MuLELALL.  No,  but  they  are  generally  always  preparing  for  the 
congressional  election — the  National  Association  oi  Manufacturers. 
The  entire  year  around  they  never  stop  going  after  the  men  they  are 
looking  after. 

Senator  Reed.  Perhaps  this  will  aid  you  in  regard  to  it. 

I  hand  you  No.  2246,  which  is  a  typewritten  list  which  was  handed 
in  with  your  papers  when  you  turned  them  over  to  the  committee. 
The  heaaing  we  have  here  in  the  print — whether  it  is  correct  or  not  I 
do  not  know — ^is  ^'Cannon's  list  sent  by  Watson.'* 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  not  on  the  typewritten  list. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  or  not. 
,^i([r.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  that  it  is  Cannon's  list  sent  by  Wat- 
'  soii.     I  know  it  is  a  list  given  to  me  by  Watson,  and  the  balance  of 
them  were  all  People — were  parties — that  our  organization  objected 
to,  which  Mr.  Childs  filled  out  afterwards. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Unless  those  words  ''Cannon's  list  sent  by  Wat- 
son" are  on  the  original  of  the  list,  they  should  not  be  in  this  print. 

Senator  Beed.  I  will  show  you  the  original  document,  Senator.  It 
is  written  in  pencil,  and  I  do  not  know  nmether  it  was  there,  and  I  do 
not  know  who  wrote  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  not  on  the  pencil  list  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  somebody  has  put  that  in. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  wrote  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  find  out,  right  now. 

I  see  here  the  words  Cannon's  list  sent  by  Watson.  1.  c.  center." 
Did  you  write  those  words,  or  is  that  some  printer's  note  put  on 
there » 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  did  not  write  that. 

Mr.  Louis  Seibold.  Senator,  if  you  will  permit  me,  I  can  explain 
that.  Col.  Mulhall  handed  that  to  me,  and  m  classifying  this  matter 
for  the  New  York  World  I  wrote  that  on  there  in  my  own  hand- 
writing. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  that  should  not  be  in  the  print.  It  should 
be  stricken  out  of  the  print. 

Mr.  Seibold.  You  will  find  many  of  those  pencil  marks,  which  I 
made  in  classifying  the  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  I  suppose  the  words  below,  *' Permanent 
black  list.  1.  c.  center"  were  also  put  in  there  by  the  newspaper 
people,  and  they  shoidd  come  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  this  document,  No.  2246,  containing  the 
first  list  of  names,  was  handed  to  you  by  Watson,  or  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  These  names  here  [indicating]  ?  . 

Senator  Reed.  No;  not  those  names.     That  is  a  different  thing. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  typewritten  list  I  had  made  from  this. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  a  copy  of  another  list  ? 

Mi,  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  is  a  copy  of  a  list  I  had. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  a  minute,  now.  That  is  not  a  copy  of  this 
typewritten  list  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examination).  It  might  have  been  a 
part  of  this.     I  see  the  name  *'McDermott"  is  on  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  copy  that  you  made  at  the  time? 
HlVfr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  a  copy  I  made,  at  the  time,  of  the  typewritten 

list. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  did  you  come  to  designate  this  "Cannon's 
list  sent  by  Watson,"  Mr.  Seibold  ?     Will  you  explain  that  ? 

Mr.  Seibold.  From  statements  made  by  Col.  Miilhall  I  believed  that 
Watson  had  given  it  to  him,  and  my  recollection  is  that  he  said  Mr. 
Watson  had.     I  thought  that  I  had  sufficient  justification  for  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  put  that  on  there  by  reason  of  certain  in- 
formation you  had  ? 
^Mr.  Seibold.  Yes;  for  our  own  information. 

Senator  Walsh  (to  the  witness).  What  information  did  you  give 
to  Mr.  Seibold,  who  has  just  spoken,  in  relation  to  the  origin  of  that 
list? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  recollect  Mr.  Watson's  statement, 
that  when  Watson  wrote  that  list  those  parties  on  there  were  objec- 
tionable to  the  Speaker  as  well  as  to  himself. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  that  first  lisV-2244,  2245  i 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  The  pencil  list? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  the  typewritten  list  you  yourself  made  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  the  typewritten  list  is  a  copy  of  the  first  list 
handed  to  me  by  Mr.  Childs. 

Senator  Reed.  With  modifications  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  with  modifications. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  ask  that  that  be  put  under  this  heading: 
"Copy  of  a  Ust  made  by  Mr.  Mulhall." 

Senator  Reed.  May  I  have  this  witness  just  a  minute,  to  see  if  I 
can  get  this  thing  straightened  out  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall,  I  want  to  get  your  best  recollection  about  this  matter. 
I  am  going  to  read  you  that  list  which  is  written  in  pencil  and  which 
you  have  examined,  and  I  want  you  to  notice  the  difference. 

Senator  Walbr.  That  is  2244.  2245  9 

Senator  Reed.  It  begins  witn  the  name  of  Thomas  D.  Nichols. 
That  is  not  on  the  typewritten  list,  is  it  ? 

Senator  Nel&on.  Yes;  it  is,  down  below. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  it  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  where  the  words  'Permanent  blacklist"  are. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes ;  I  see  it. 

Senator  Nei.son.  There  are  two  names  I  do  not  see,  those  of  Morse 
and  Nelson. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  in  the  pencil 
list  the  name  of  James  T.  McDermott  did  appear,  and  that  it  has  been 
stricken  out  with  a  line. 

The  name  of  Joseph  H.  Gaines  did  appear,  and  it  has  been  stricken 
out. 

The  name  of  John  W.  Dwight 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  in  the  pencil  list. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing) .  Is  m  the  pencil  list  and  has  been 
stricken  out. 

The  name  of  Henry  S.  Caulfield  is  in  the  pencil  list  and  has  been 
stricken  out. 

I  think  that  for  the  sake  of  accuracy  the  clerk  ought  to  print  this 
pencil  list  as  it  was,  and  show  the  lines  run  through  these  names. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  instead  of  tins  tjrpewritten  list.  No.  2246, 
being  headed  '^Cannon's  list  sent  by  Watson,''  and  the  lower  half  of 
it  ** Permanent  blacklist,"  those  words  should  be  stricken  out  and  it 
should  be  headed  ^Typewritten  list  prepared  by  Col.  Mulhall." 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  and  with  it  should  probably  go^his  explana- 
tion that  it  was  handed  to  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Clerk,  will  you  get  that  from  the  testimony  and 
put  it  in  accurately  and  correctly  ? 

Also,  in  the  interest  of  accuracy,  I  would  say  that  in  2244,  2245 
there  is  written  in  the  mar^  '*  Written  by  Watson.  1.  c.  center." 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  in  pencil  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  all  in  pencil.  I  want  to  ask  if  those  words 
were  not  put  in  by  the  newspaper  writer  as  a  memorandum  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  If  this  gentleman  who  is  here  can  answer  as  to 
that,  I  would  like  to  have  him  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  '*1.  c."  means  ''lower  case." 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  not  written  by  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Seibold,  will  you  explain  that  ? 

Mr.  Seibold.  Those  words  '* Written  by  Watson"  are  in  my  hand- 
writing. The  other  words,  ''1.  c.  center"  are  designations  of  the  type 
to  be  used. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  words  '* Written  by  Watson"  were  put  in 
by  you  ? 

Mr.  Seibold.  By  me,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  they  should  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  words  '4.  c.  center"  are  a  designation  of  the 
type  to  be  used  ? 

Mr.  Seibold.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  a  word  more  about  this  list,  No.  2246.  Do  I 
understand,  then,  that  the  names  which  appear  last  in  the  list — 
namely,  William  Hughes,  William  B.  Wilson,  Thomas  D.  Nichols, 
George  A.  Pearre,  and  John  L.  Burnett — ^were  on  the  permanent 
blaclmst  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  * 

Senator  Reed.  And  what  were  you  to  do  to  these  men  who  were 
thus  permanently  blacklisted  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  My  activities  would  not,  certainly,  be  very  effective 
alone;  but  the  organization  was  to  do 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  mean  you ;  I  mean  the  organization. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  I  understooa  it,  all  the  means  that  the  organiza- 
tion could  use  to  drive  those  men  out  of  pubUc  life  were  to  be  used; 
all  means  possible  to  defeat  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  any  effort  to  be  made  to  keep  them  off 
of  certain  committees  in  Congress  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  know.  As  I  said  before  in  my  statement, 
there  were  men  removed  from  committees  and  others  put  in  by  Mr. 
Watson.     I  am  not  sure  about  that  suggestion  now. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  these  men  I  nave  just  named  did  constitute 
a  permanent  blackhst  ?    Now,  why  were  you  blacklisting  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Because  they  were  always  in  favor  of  labor  leg- 
islation. 

Senator  Reed.  Take  the  other  list  of  names,  which  is  right  above 
those  which  I  have  just  read.  That  list  is  as  follows:  Irvine  L.  Len- 
root,  Henry  A.  Cooper,  Augustus  P.  Gardner,  Herbert  Parsons,  Wil- 
liam S.  Greene,  Victor  Murdock,  James  T.  McDermott,  Champ  Clark, 
and  Gilbert  N.  Haugen. 

Those  are^the  names,  as  I  understand,  that  were  handed  to  you 
by  either  Mr.  Watson  or  Mr.  ChUds;  and  in  any  event  Mr.  Watson 
revised  that  list  by  going  over  it  and  adding  a  part  of  these  names. 
What  was  the  purpose  of  that  list  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Because  they  were  against  the  Cannon  organization 
in  the  House.  I  was  given  thorougmy  to  understand  that  by  Mr. 
Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  your  association  at  that  time  supporting  the 
Cannon  organization  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  far  as  I  remember  it  was  at  all  times  supporting 
the  Cannon  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  in  any  event  the  list  was  either  made  up 
by  Mr.  Watson  or  supervised  and  gone  over  by  Mr.  Watson  for  your 
benefit  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  am  positive  of  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  vou  2247-2249,  which  appears  to  be 
an  account  for  November,  ana  which  is  printed  out  of  place,  and 
v^ch,  notwithstanding  its  number,  I  think  ought  to  be  transferred 
to  its  proper  place,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  that  is  an  account  which  at 
that  aate  you  rendered  to  the  association,  and  if  it  correctly  states 
the  moneys  received  and  disbursed,  as  far  as  it  purports  to  State  the 
same? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  exammation).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2250-2251  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  also  dated  November  2,  1908,  and  is 
printed  out  of  place  and  ought  to  be  transferred  to  the  proper  place. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  a  paragraph  here  that  I  want  to  read. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  all  of  that  letter  read;  every  word  of  it. 
Senator  Walsh,  wiU  you  please  read  it  ? 

(Senator  Walsh  read  2250-2251,  as  follows:) 

(2250,  2251.) 

Indianapous,  Nov.  2,  1908. 

Mt  Dear  Ferdinand:  I  returned  here  from  the  East  this  10  a.  m.  on  the  strength 
of  a  long-Klistance  telephone  call  and  several  other  invitations  to  get  back  here.  I 
hardly  saw  the  necessity  of  my  returning  to  this  city  after  my  arrival,  and  after  I 
understood  the  situation,  but  there  are  some  workers  here  that  feel  they  are  loet 
unless  they  have  some  fellow  behind  them  kicking  them  on  the  heels  to  continue  to 
keep  them  in  motion  and  going. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  on  Saturdav  morning  and  he  has  made 
some  ffood  reports  in  relation  to  the  Hughes  district.  He  told  me  he  saw  several  silk 
manufacturers,  also  other  manufacturers,  and  got  them  to  going.  We  need  workers 
among  thoee  people  very  much  and  I  feel  that  Mr.  Emery^a  work  will  do  us  lots  of 
good. 

I  had  several  callers  from  the  other  districts  while  in  New  York  and  Jersey  and  I 
feel  I  will  be  able  to  telegraph  you  to-morrow  night,  as  I  have  always  claimed,  victory 
all  along  the  entire  line. 

I  received  a  tele^m  from  Mr.  Emery  also  requesting  me  to  send  a  list  of  Congress- 
men which  you  wished,  which  you  will  find  with  this  letter.  I  also  received  vour 
many  letters  and  your  introduction  to  Mr.  Hoile,  but  I  did  not  have  time  to  call  oi^ 
him  while  in  New  York,  but  will  do  so  after  the  election  is  over. 

I  have  been  running  around  all  day  since  here,  soliciting  manufacturers  who  have 
automobiles  to  send-  them  to  county  headquarters  to-morrow  morning  to  be  used  in 
getting  out  the  vote  in  this  county,  and  have  been  successful  along  this  line.  This 
was  by  special  request  of  the  State  and  county  committees.  In  all  my  interviews 
to-day  with  the  leaders  of  the  party,  they  have  all  got  the  greatest  confidence  in  vic- 
tory to-morrow  and  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  for  it  to  be  otherwise.  I  will  tele- 
graph you  results  from  this  city  to-morrow  evening  and  expect  some  telegrams  from 
the  eastern  districts,  and  as  fast  as  they  come  in,  I  will  send  them  to  yourself  aa4 
Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Following  is  a  list  of  Congressmen  that  I  would  advise  having  Mr.  Van  Cleave  send 
tel^rams  to,  who  I  feel  sure  will  be  elected,  and  who  have  been  our  friends  in  the 
past:  James  S.  Sherman,  Utica,  N.  Y.;  Joseph  G.  Cannon,  Danville,  111.;  I)e  Alyiii 
Alexander,  2114  O  Street,  Buffalo,  N.  Y.;  Amos  L.  Allen,  first  Maine  district,  Alfred, 
Me.;  Arthur  L.  Bates,  twenty-fifth  Pennsylvania  district,  Meadville,  Pa.;  James  ^. 
Burke,  thirty-first  Pennsylvania  district,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Edwin  C.  Buriei^h,  third 
Maine,  Augusta,  Me.;  Ralph  D.  Cole,  Findlay,  Ohio;  Allen  F.  Cooper,  Uniontown, 
Pa.;  John  Dalzell,  thirtieth  Pennsylvania,  Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Edwin  Denby,  first 
Michigan  district,  Detroit;  Gerit  J.  Diekema,  fifth  Michigan,  Holland,  Mich.;  John 
W.  Dwight,  thirtieth  New  York,  Dryden,  N.  Y.;  George  W.  Fairchild,  Oneorita, 
N.  Y.;  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  Elmira,  N.  Y.;  Joseph  W.  Fordney,  eighth  Michigan,  Saci- 
naw,  Mich.;  David  J.  Foster,  first  Vermont  district,  Burlington,  Vt.;  Augustus  P. 
Gardiner,  sixth  Massachusetts,  Hamilton,  Mass.;  William  P.  Hepburn,  eighth  Iowa, 
Clarinda,  Iowa;  Paul  Howland,  twentieth  Ohio,  (-leveland,  Ohio;  J.  Warren  Keifer, 
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seventh  Ohio,  Springfield,  Ohio;  Nicholas  Longworth,  first  Ohio,  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
William  B.  McEinley,  Champaign,  111.;  Geon;e  R.  Malby,  twenty-flixth  New  York, 
Ogdeneibuig,  N.  Y.;  James  R.  Mann,  second  Illinois,  Chicago,  111.;  Reuben  O.  Moon, 
fourth  Pennsylvania,  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  J.  Hampton  Moore,  Philadelphia,  Pa.; 
Sydney  E.  Mudd,  La  Plata,  M^d.-  Jesse  Overstreet,  Indianapolis;  Ricluurd  Wayne 
Parker,  Newark,  N.  J.;  Herbert  Parsons,  thirteenth  New  York,  New  York,  N.  i .; 
Sereno  E.  Payne,  Auburn,  N.  Y.;  Henry  T.  Rainey,  twentieth  IllinoiB,  Carrollton, 
m.;  George  N.  Southwick,  Albany,  N.  Y. 

There  are  several  Members  of  Congress  in  the  Democratic  Party  whom  I  am  hopine 
will  be  reelected,  amonj;  them  Mr.  Gill,  Mr.  Ryan,  of  Baltimore,  and  others,  but  I 
do  not  believe  it  is  advisable  to  have  them  give  the  telegrams  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
might  send  to  the  public  press,  so  I  will  wait  your  advice  before  sending  you  any 
Democratic  names. 

There  is  a  further  list  that  I  would  like  to  take  up  with  Mr.  Watson  and  others  before 
I  complete  my  list  and  will  try  and  get  it  to  you  to-morrow  night. 
As  ever,  faithfully  yours. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  get  some  Democrats  in  there,  though,  did 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  I  did,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Henry  T.  Rainey  is  one. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  Rainey,  sir.  I  know  Rainey  was 
always  against  eight-hour  measures  and  measures  of  that  kind.* 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  how  you  happened  to  get  his  name 
in  here  as  that  of  one  to  whom  congratulations  were  to  be  sent  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  off  on  that.  I  know  that  Rainey  ought  not 
to  be  on  that  list,  if  I  had  the  making  up  of  it.  I  do  not  know  whether 
I  made  up  the  lull  list  or  whether  I  submitted  the  list  to  others  to 
have  it  made  up. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  came  you  to  get  Aiigustus  P.  Gardner  in  here, 
and  to  ask  them  to  send  to  Augustus  P.  Gardner  a  congratulatory 
telegram  ?     He  appears  on  your  black  list  back  here. 

Mr,  Mulhall.  He  appears  on  Mr.  Watson's  black  list.  He  does 
not  appear  on  mine. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  not  blacklisted  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.     I  had  nothing  against  Mr.  Gardner. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  started  out  at  one  time  against  Mr. 
Gardner. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  are  referring  now  to  the  New  Jersey. Gardner. 

Senator  Reed.  This  was  not  the  New  Jersoy  Gardner  ? 

Mr.  Mui.iiALL.  This  was  the  Massachusetts  Gardner.  The  New 
Jersey  Gardner  was  John  J.  Gardner.  I  guess  that  will  all  appear 
later. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Gardner's  name  is  on  the  list  in  No.  2246, 
and  it  is  also  in  here. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  that  we  were  very  anxious  at  all  times  to 
please  the  Speaker  and  Mr.  Watson,  and  if  any  list  was  submitted  to 
me  bv  Mr.  Tvatson  it  was  mv  dutv  to  submit  it  to  the  others,  which  I 
did — to  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Bu-d  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  the  bunch. 

Stmator  Reed.  There  may  have  been  some  mistakes  in  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  might  be.  If  it  was  made  up  to  be  tele- 
graphed from  Indianapolis,  1  might  have  submitted  the  black  list  to 
Mr.  Watson  or  some  people  I  was  in  touch  \vith  at  that  time  in 
Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2252  is  what;  a  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  2253,  2254  is  a  copy  of  a  lettar  which  you  received 
from  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  There  is  one  paragraph  in  it  which  says : 

It  almost  breakB  oiir  hearts  to.  think  that  the  one  thing  we  wanted  more  in  this 
campaign  than  anything  elae — ^Watson's  success — ^failed.  Aside  from  that,  we  have 
succeeded  very  well  inaeed.  The  laborites  have  evidently  been  cleaned  out  in  the 
eastern  districts.  Gompers  is  absolutely  defeated,  but  I  repeat  what  I  said  in  yester* 
day's  letter,  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  more  interested  in  Mr.  Watson's  election  than 
he  was  in  Mr.  Taft's. 

I  am  afraid  that  in  St.  Louis  we  have  lost  out  in  both  the  eleventh  and  twelfth 
districts  (congressional).  It  is  not  certain,  but  Findly's  defeat  is  conceded,  and 
Coudrey's  seems  more  than  possible.  It  is  too  bad,  and  still  if  we  had  to  do  it  all 
over  again  we  could  not  tiy  narder,  and  we  could  not  do  better  than  we  have  done. 
Your  own  strenuous  and  effective  work  in  Indiana  as  well  as  in  the  East  is  as  much 
appreciated  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  if  we  had  been  successful  all  along  the  line.  He 
wants  you  to  go  home  as  soon  as  possible  and  take  a  good  rest.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  due 
in  New  York  on  the  evening  of  Sunday,  November  15.  Most  of  his  time  on  the  16th 
and  17th  will  be  devoted  to  business  at  170  Broadway,  and  I  recommend  that  )rou 
come  over  from  Baltimore  during  those  days  and  talk  things  over  with  him.  Like 
^;ood  soldiers,  it  is  up  to  us  to  think  of  the  general  victory  that  is  won,  and  after  spend* 
ing  our  eneigies  in  picking  up  the  dead  and  wounded  comrades  and  friends,  size  up 
the  field  of  combat  as  it  is  oeiore  us  and  make  the  best  of  our  present  forces. 

Speaking  of  dead  and  wounded,  I  judge  from  reports  in  our  afternoon  papers  that 
Hemenway  and  Overstreet  and  Foster  may  be  among  these.  Surely  Indiana  suffered 
more  than  any  other  State  in  which  we  were  interested.  But  we  must  bear  it  like 
men. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  2252,  2253,  2254,  2255,  and  I  think  on  tip  to 
2276,  are  all  out  of  their  order  and  should  be  put  in  their  proper  place 
in  the  book  of  Mulhall  correspondence. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  read  this  one  paragraph  from  No.  2255: 

I  was  around  headquarters  until  after  2  o'clock  last  night  and  again  this  morning, 
and  all  the  leaders  say  that  Watson  went  down  to  defeat  on  account  of  the  fight  put 
up  against  him  by  the  liquor  interests,  and  the  Prohibitionists  voted  their  own 
ticket  straight  and  did  not  support  him  at  the  polls. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  another  paragraph  which  I  will  read : 

Besides  this,  Watson  told  me  that  if  he  was  elected  he  knew  it  was  through  the 
manufacturers,  for  wherever  he  went  he  got  a  splendid  reception  from  the  manufac- 
turers, and  they  were  all  organized  throughout  the  State  for  him  in  their  districts. 
The  leaders  here  claim,  such  as  Sims,  Goodrich,  and  others,  that  if  Watson  had  not 
been  supp<:»rted  by  the  manufactiu'ers  that  he  would  have  been  defeated  by  over 
40,000  on  account  of  the  desperate  fight  that  was  made  on  hira  by  the  liquor  interests. 

No.  2256,  2257  is  the  original  of  2253,  2254;  2253,  2254,  which  is  a 
mere  copy,  should  be  stricken  out,  and  2256,  2257,  which  is  the  orig- 
inal, should  be  left  in  the  print. 

Is  2258  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Mr.  Watson  by  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  sub- 
mitted to  me  that  was  sent  to  Mr.  Watson  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  duplicate  of  2256,  2257  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  substance  it  is  tho  same. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  are  neither  of  them  very  material. 

Senator  Reed.  No;  I  think  not. 

No.  2259,  2260,  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  this  one  paragraph  which  I  will  read : 

It  is  unnecessary  to  assure  you  that  anything  that  we  can  do  for  Brother  Watson 
will  be  dc»ne  with  the  greatest  delight  ana  dispatch.    I  can  not  speak  definitely  as 
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to  the  proposition  outlined  in  your  letter,  for  the  reason  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  not 
in  St.  Louis  to-day.  I  will  place  the  whole  matter  before  him  to-morrow.  We  would 
be  glad  to  see  him  (Watson)  a  member  of  the  Cabinet,  and  it  is  to  be  hoped  that  he 
is  not  the  only  friend  that  we  may  have  among  the  Cabinet  members.  But  that  is 
an  important  question  which  you  can  discuss  better  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  when  you 
see  him  in  New  York  on  the  16th  and  17th. 

I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  the  politicians  in  Indiana  know  what  defeated  them. 
That  the  liquor  question  plays  a  very  important  part  in  elections  all  over  the  country 
is  demonstrated  in  Missouri.  Hadley,  the  Republican  nominee,  came  out  very 
squarely  10  days  ago,  when  we  attendee  a  dinner  in  his  honor,  in  favor  of  regulating 
but  not  destroying  the  breweries  and  other  liquor  interests.  He  was  elected  and  he 
will  be  the  first  Republican  governor  in  Mis80iu*i  since  the  war. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  next  sentence : 

Coudrey  was  reelected;  Find  ley  was  defeated.  Bartholdt's  election  was  conceded 
before  the  polls  opened.  I  think  we  have  elected,  in  addition  to  the  two  Republican 
Con^essmen  from  this  town,  three  or  four  others  in  the  State.  At  this  time  it  is  barely 
possible  that  the  State  assembly  will  be  Republican,  and  that  we  therefore  may  have 
another  Republican  Senator  from  Missouri.  The  whole  Republican  State  and  city 
ticket  was  practically  elected.  Folk  is  down  and  out.  Even  if  the  State  assembly 
is  Democratic  Stone  will  be  reelected,  as  Folk  was  turned  down  at  the  primaries. 

We  had  a  telegram  from  Emery  yesterday  stating  that  Hughes  had  been  defeated ,  bu  t 
to-day  he  wires  that  this  is  a  mistake,  and  that  I&ghes  is  running  ahead  of  his  ticket. 
We  shall  await  further  developments  before  we  do  much  telegraphing  or  letter  writing 
from  here.  I  hope  that  the  future  looks  fairly  bright  and  that  Indiana  is  our  only 
sore  spot. 

The  Chairman.  I  see  he  suggests  that  they  may  have  another 
Republican  Senator  from  Missouri.     He  did  not  get  that. 

senator  Reed.  No;  he  did  not  get  him. 

Here  is  a  newspaper  clipping  of  November  4. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  does  not  appear  to  be  numbered.  If  you 
want  it  in  the  record,  you  had  better  number  it. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  printed  as  a  part  of  2259,  2260.  It  ought  to 
be  numbered  2260-A. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  other  also  ought  to  be  numbered. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2260-B. 

The  Chaibman.  There  is  nothing  material  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No*  2261,  2262  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  of  that  letter: 

I  know  that  you  are  as  well  pleased  with  the  general  election  as  are  we  all.  and  that 
you  feel  the  defeat  of  Mr.  Watson  more  keenly  than  can  we  who  have  not  been  in  as 
close  touch  with  the  situation  as  you  have,  but  do  not  be  depressed  with  the  result. 
Let  us  all  take  an  optimistic  view  and  relieve  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman 
of  the  depression  wnich  evidently  they  are  laboring  under  at  the  present  moment. 
It  is  a  result  that  no  one  could  foresee,  and  yoiu"  good  work  in  that  neld  has,  I  know, 
been  largely  instrumental  in  le^ening  what  otnerwiee  would  have  been  a  most 
overwhelming  defeat. 

No.  2263,  2264  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

The  New  Jersey  situation  has  come  out  just  as  I  believed  it  would.  Hughes's 
election  confirms  exactly  the  judgment  I  had  formed  as  to  the  conditions  in  his  dis- 
trict. No  weaker  candidate  could  have  been  selected  than  Foxhall,  and  the  returns 
show  that  Hughes,  while  elected  by  somettiing  in  the  neighborhood  of  12,000,  ran  only 
10,000  ahead  of  his  ticket.  It  was  not  the  strength  of  Hughes  but  the  weakness  of 
Foxhall.  I  hope  it  will  be  an  abiding  lesson  to  the  gentlemen  wno  make  nominations 
in  that  district.  Elsewhere  we  have  more  than  held  our  own,  and  your  estimates  have 
been  hilly  realized. 
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Senator  Reed.  These  are  very  warlike  people  with  whom  we  are 
dealing  at  present.  There  is  no  metaphor  that  does  not  refer  to  the 
battle  field,  or  something  like  it.  I  read  the  following  paragraph 
from  that  letter. 

I  hope  you  will  have  a  good  rest  and  return  to  the  fray  in  the  spirit  of  Lee  at  Appo* 
mattox,  whipped,  but  by  an  enemy  who  will  always  carry  the  scar  of  his  victory. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Senator  Reed,  I  have  here  a  letter  which  is  a  little 
out  of  place  and  which  finishes  the  Watson  campaign.  I  found  it 
among  my  papers : 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  letter  of  November  6,  1908,  which  vou  have 
just  handed  to  me,  and  which  is  not  printed  in  the  record  a  letter 
which  you  received  from  Mr.  James  E.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  It  is. 

Senator  Reed.  And  is  this,  which  I  now  hand  you,  the  envelope 
in  which  the  letter  was  transmitted? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is. 

(The  letter  above  referred  to  was  marked  2260-C  and  the  envelope 
2260-D.) 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  written  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Committee 
on  Ways  and  Meaiis  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  is  as  follows: 

(2260-C.) 

Washington,  I).  C,  November  6,  1908. 

CoL  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  want  to  express  to  you  the  gratitude  I  feel  for  the  splendid 
services  you  rendered  me  in  Indiana,  and  not  me  alone  but  the  whole  Republican 
Party,  during  the  recent  campaign.  Oiur  ticket  would  not  have  fared  as  well  as  it 
did  had  you  not  worked  among  the  manufacturers  and  with  them  organized  the  labor 
forces  in  the  State.  I  want  you  to  know  that  I  appreciate  the  value  of  your  work 
and  have  written  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  told  them  both  that  no  one 
rendered  more  efficient  services  in  the  campaign  than  you  did  here,  and  that  you 
were  as  loyal  and  devoted  a  friend  as  ever  championed  any  man's  cause. 

Please  accept  my  best  wishes  for  yoiur  future  and  command  me  if  you  ever  need  me. 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

Jab.  E.  Watson. 

(The  envelope  is  as  follows:) 

(2260-D.) 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  No.  170  Broadway,  New  York  City,  N.  Y. 

and  there  is  the  post-office  stamp  of  "Rushville,  Ind.,  Nov.  7,  5  p.  m., 
1908." 

Is  2265,  2266  a  copy  of  another  financial  report  that  you  rendered 
to  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  read  that  before,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  duplicate  of  the  one  which  is  printed  as 
2247-2249,  and  should  be  stricten  out.  I  say  that  it  is  a  duplicate. 
I  glanced  through  the  columns  of  figures  to  a  considerable  extent. 
I  find  that  they  are  nearly  duplicates. 

The  Clerk  of  the  CoMMrrxEE.  The  last  one  is  signed  "M.  M. 
Mulhall"  and  the  first  is  not  signed. 

Tte  Chairman.  Are  they  the  same,  with  the  exception  of  the  sig- 
nature ? 

Senator  Reed.  No;  there  is  a  slight  difference  in  the  figures. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suggest  that  they  both  appear. 
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Senator  Reed.  This  last  one  has  a  printed  signature  to  it. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Anything  that  has  a  printed  signature  to  it  is  a 
copy. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  really  no  difference,  because  the  balance 
made  out  is  $379.20,  and  I  see  no  use  of  printing  them  both.  Do 
you  know  how  that  slight  discrepancy  occurred  I 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  stated  before  that  1  did  not  make  up  my  accounts, 
that  I  had  an  accountant  with  me  all  throug:h  the  campaign;  and 
perhaps  in  looking  over  the  sheets  they  might  nave  found  where  the 
account  was  not  strictly  accurate,. and  nave  made  the  alterations. 

Senator  Reed.  The  first  account  is  dated  November  — ,  and  the 
last  is  dated  November  14.  The  last  one  appears  to  be  si^ed,  and 
I  suggest  to  the  committee  that  we  accept  the  last  one,  striking  out 
2247,  2249,  and  printing  2265,  2266.  I  will  ask  if  that  was  an 
account  that  was  rendered  by  you  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2267,  2268  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ) 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  There  is  nothmg  of  unportance  that  I  can  see  in 
that. 

Senator  Reed.  2269,  2270  is  a  letter  addressed  to  George  F.  Baer. 
Do  vou  know  who  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.     I  wrote  that  letter,  under  instructions. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  ought  to  be  read.     It  is  as  follows: 

(2269,  2270.) 

NOVEMBBR  23,  1908. 
Mr.  George  F.  Baer, 

President  Reading  Railroad  Co.^ 

Terminal  Building ^  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

Dear  Sir:  For  a  number  of  years  this  oiganization  has  been  handling  a  laiige  number 
of  active  labor  workers  along  the  line  of  political  work,  and  information  has  come  to 
our  office  here  lately  that  uiere  will  be  an  extended  strike  in  the  anthracite  coal 
regions  this  coming  year;  that  is,  unless  the  labor  unions  are  granted  many  concessions 
and  are  recognized  after  the  1st  of  next  April. 

This  seems  to  be  the  general  information  given  to  our  office,  and  we  have  had  in  our 
emplo}r  in  the  late  campaign  many  members  of  the  miners'  union  and  some  of  their 
executive  officers. 

I  have  been  instructed  by  the  Hon.  James  W.  Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  to  write  to  you  and  state  that  tnis  organization  is  ready 
and  willing  to  aid  your  people  in  any  way  we  possibly  can,  without  cost,  to  win  this 
coming  fight  in  the  anthracite  regions.  Our  oiganization  is  very  desirous  and  very 
anxious  to  see  an  open  shop  prevail  throughout  the  Pennsylvania  coal  regions,  so  for 
this  reason  1  am  willing  and  ready  to  furniaa  you  any  aid,  if  it  is  possible  for  us  to  do  so, 
that  will  help  you  to  win  this  next  fight. 

We  have  many  men  in  our  employ  who  have  been  for  years  in  close  touch  with  the 
miners'  union,  and  those  men  we  feel  will  be  of  great  service  to  you  in  fumishing 
you  with  information,  free  of  cost,  if  you  wish  their  aid.  Besides  this^  we  have  quite 
a  lot  of  correspondence  from  the  leaders  of  the  miners'  unions,  includmg  some  letters 
from  John  Mitchell,  which  we  will  turn  over  to  you  or  any  of  your  officers  if  they  will 
be  of  any  service. 

1  have  been  instructed  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  write  this  letter,  and  if  you  widi  to 
have  a  conference  with  me,  or  if/you  wish  me  to  see  any  of  the  officers  of  your  oiganiza- 
tion, I  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  come  over  to  Philadelphia  and  give  you  all  the 
information  that  1  possibly  can,  and  will  be  glad  to  be  at  your  service  at  any  time  m 
any  way  possible  to  aid  you  in  getting  the  open  shop  throughout  the  Pennsylvania 
coal  regions. 

Our  oiganizations  have  over  3,000  members  in  Pennsylvania,  and  we  know  the 
majority  of  those  will  be  greatly  interested,  providing  there  is  a  strike  in  Pennsyl- 
vania and  if  it  is  short  and  decisive  in  favor  of  your  people. 

Trusting  we  can  be  of  some  service,  I  remain, 

Very  respectfully,  yours,  . 
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Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  any  reply  from  Mr.  Baer  to  that 
letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  reply  in  the  files? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  it  is.  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr. 
Baer's  secretary,  at  his  office. 

Mr.  McCabteb.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  there  any  way  in  which  we  can 
ascertain  whether  the  comments  that  appear  from  time  to  time  at  the 
heads  of  various  letters  are  like  the  one  to  which  Mr.  Seibold  referred; 
that  is,  not  parts  of  the  respective  exhibits,  but  matter  written  in  by 
some  one  else  ?  In  reading  through  the  correspondence  I  found  a  num- 
ber of  comments  at  the  heads  of  letters,  and  likely  enough  they  are  of 
the  same  character  and  have  escaped  observation. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  know  now  that  is. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  the  first  time  that  the  matter  has  been 
called  to  my  attention  in  any  way,  except  once  when  we  came  across 
what  was  said  to  be  a  memorandum,  and  ordered  it  stricken  out. 
That  is  my  recollection.  It  is  a  matter  that  can  be  very  easily 
covered. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  here  the  original  letters? 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  yes.  It  can  be  very  easily  covered  by  going 
through  them. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  look  at  the  letters,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  MoCabteb.  Thank  you. 

The  Chaibman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this^  point  until  2.30 
o'clock. 

(At  1  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  took  a  recess  until  2.30 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

aftebnoon  session. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
2.40  o'clock  p.  m. 

TSSTIMOHT  OF  MABTDT  IQGHAEL  XTTLEALL— Continued. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  2271,  2272? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  it  as  follows: 

I  note  in  this  morning's  Sun  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  summoned  to  Waahineton 
before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  I  would  like  to  impress  upon  Mr.  van 
Cleave  that  now  is  the  time,  above  all  times,  to  make  a  stiff  nght  for  our  Tairff 
Commission. 

What  is  No.  2274  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  to  myself. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  2275  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Miles  to 
myself. 

Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

I  thank  vou  very  much  for  your  letter  of  the  23d.  It  has  been  impossible  for  me 
to  get  at  the  congressional  part  of  the  campaign.  I  shall  be  in  Washington  about 
Sunday  and  address  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  Monday  or  Tuesday,  and  after 
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that  we  will  take  our  bearings,  and  if  the  association  can  be  got  after  Congress  in 
behalf  of  a  tariff  commission  proposition  I  am  sure  the  effort  will  be  found  very  profit- 
able and  no  one  could  be  more  helpful  than  yourself. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  H.  E.  Miles? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  H.  E.  Miles  is  connected  with  the  Racine-Satterlee 
Co.,  of  Wisconsin,  and  he  was  president  of  what  they  called  the  tariff 
commission.  At  the  tariff  convention  held  in  1909,  February  17, 
18,  and  19,  they  created  a  committee  of  100 — the  National  Associa^ 
tion  of  Manufacturers  did — to  come  down  here  and  get  through  a 
tariff  commission,  and  Miles  was  made  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee of  100. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  not  a  Government  commission? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  it  was  not.  He  tried  to  be  one  of  a  Govern- 
ment commission.     That  was  his  sole  object. 

The  Chairman.  Is  there  anything  in  these  papers  to  show  who 
the  members  of  that  commission  were  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  the  entire  thing  is  all  in  the  headings. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No,  2276  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Haines,  the  present  governor  of  Maine.  It  is  finished  on  the  back, 
if  you  will  notice. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  not  an  op- 
portunity to  look  at  these  origmal  letters,  and  if  any  letters  are 
offered  with  pencil  memoranda  on  them,  such  as  we  nad  in  some 
cases  this  mon^ing,  I  wish  them  to  be  passed  to  me  so  I  that  may  look 
at  them.  Sitting  at  this  end  of  the  table,  I  have  not  had  a  chance  to 
examine  them. 

The  Chairman.  All  right;  we  will  have  that  done. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  there  are  any  pencil  memoranda  on  them. 

Senator  Reed.  I  might  sav.  Senator  Nelson,  that  I  have  never 
before  seen  one  of  them  myself.     I  will  hand  them  over  to  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  say  that  there  appear  to  be  very  few  of 
these  on  which  there  does  not  appear  some  pencil  memorandum. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  the  pencil  memorandum  is  not  printed,  it  does 
not  make  any  difference. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  a  letter  dated  at  Indianapolis,  Ind., 

1908,  addressed  ''Mr. ,''  and  signed  "C.  C.  Hanch,  Nor- 

dyke  &  Marmon  Co.,'^  and  ask  you  what  that  is  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  a  circular  letter  sent 
out  by  Mr.  Hanch  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Workingmen's  Protective 
Association  of  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  at  the  top  this,  written  iu  pen: 

Copy  of  letter  sent  to  manufacturers  who  have  not  attended  meetings. 

Is  that  a  memorandum  you  made,  or  is  that  a  memorandum  that 
was  made  by  the  printer  ?. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  a  memorandum  that  was  made  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  the  clerk  of  the  office  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  note,  then,  that  was  on  this  when  you 
got  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  at  the  bottom: 

Written  in  1908,  but  not  dated  as  to  month,  etc. 

That  is  written  in  pencil.     Did  you  make  that  memorandum? 
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Mr.  MtrLHALL  (after  fuither  examining  letter) .  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  that  memorandum  which  I  have  just  read 
probably  put  on  there  by  the  newspaper  men  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes  sir:  I  expect  it  was. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  printed  at  the  bottom  as  a  note. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  simply  states  what  the  fact  is,  ''Written  in 
1908,  but  not  dated  as  to  month,  etc.'*  That  is  all  right.  It  states 
the  fact. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  to  which  I  just  referred  will  be  marked 
as  an  exhibit,  No.  2276  A,  and  put  in  its  proper  place. 

I  hand  you  two  other  papers,  which  are  duplicates  of  the  one  I  gave 
you,  except  there  are  no  markings  whatever  upon  them.  Were  tliose 
duplicates  of  this  letter  which  you  found  in  your  files  ? 

llr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letters).  Yes,  sir;  those  were  cir- 
culars sent  out* by  Mr.  Hanch. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  no  reason  for  marking  those;  they  are  mere 
duplicates. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  those  marked  in  pencil  at  the  top,  "Copy 
of  letter  sent  to  manufacturers  the  day  following  the  last  meeting  of 
manufacturers"  ?  Is  that  in  the  body  of  the  letter,  or  is  that  sepa- 
rate, in  pencil  ? 

Senator  Reeh.  That  I  will  cover.     I  am  just  coming  to  that. 

I  hand  you  copv  of  a  letter  which  bears  no  number  in  the  printed 
documents,  but  which  will  be  designated  as  No.  2276  B,  and  ask  you 
what  that  is  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  circular  letter  sent 
out  by  Mr.  Hanch  from  the  Indianapolis  headquarters. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  top  of  it  in  pen  and  ink  is  written: 

Copy  of  letter  sent  to  manufacturers  the  day  following  the  last  meeting  of  manu- 
tikcturers. 

By  whom  was  that  written  ? 

Mx.  MuLHALL.  By  the  hand  of  the  clerk  in  the  office  at  the  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  your  office  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  the  Indianapolis  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  yoxu*  clerk  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  were  five  or  six  clerks  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  one  of  your  clerks  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  it  has  been  there  ever  since  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  the  date  of  that  ? 

Senator  Reed.  September  26,  1908. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  by  C.  C.  Hanch  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  presented  two  other  letters  which  are 
exact  duplicates  of  that  except  that  they  have  no  memoranda  upon 
them,  and  they  need  not  go  in  the  record. 

The  next  will  be  No.  2276-C.  I  hand  you  No.  2276-C  and  ask  you 
what  that  is  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent 
out  by  Mr.  A.  J.  Allen,  recording  secretary  of  the  organization  that 
we  organized  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  two  duplicates  of  that  here,  which  need 
not  be  printed  or  used. 
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The  next  printed  letter  is  marked  No.  2276-D.  I  am  marking  it 
that  now.    I  hand  you  No.  2276-D  and  ask  you  what  that  is. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Acircular  sent  out  by  Mr.  Hanch, 
from  the  same  office. 

Senator  Reed.  And  attached  to  that  is  a  printed  slip  entitled 
"Grompers  to  boost  Bryan." 

We  will  mark  that  No.  2276-E.  Was  that  attached  to  the  letter, 
or  sent  with  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  there  was  a  copy  of  that  sent  with  each 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  appears  to  be  an  account  for  a  portion  of 
1908,  covering  dates  in  March.  It  is  evidently  printed  here  out  of 
place,  and  should  be  put  in  its  proper  place. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  mtroduce  those  two  newspaper  clip- 

Sings,  one  from  the  Indianapolis  Star  and  one  from  the  Indianapous 
Tews  ?  The  article  from  the  Indianapolis  News  gives  a  schedule  of 
the  Grompers  meetings. 

Senator  Reed.  It  should  not  be  omitted. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  you  marked  only  the  one  from  the 
Indianapolis  Star. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  The  one  from  the  Indianapolis  News  will  be 
marked  "No.  2276-F/'  and  the  account  will  be  marked  "No. 
2276-G." 

Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  what  Ls  this  account,  No.  2276-G? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination)^  This  is  an  account  rendered  by 
myself. 

Senator  Reed.  And  is  it  a  correct  statement  of  the  monevB 
received  and  expended  by  you,  so  far  as  it  purports  to  state  the 
same*? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  duplicate  of  that,  which  is  omitted. 

Is  No.  2277  a  copy  of  a  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  part  of  it: 

I  am  daily  feeling  out  the  Members  ol  Con^ss,  and  from  the  best  information  I 
can  get  there  will  be  no  effort  at  labor  legislation  at  this  short  session.  There  seems 
to  be  a  feeling,  also,  among  the  leaders  of  labor  in  this  city  and  in  Baltimore  and 
surrounding  cities  that  organized  labor  is  down  and  out  for  the  time  being,  and  there 
will  be  very  little  effort  made  by  the  leaders  of  labor,  ouU^ide  of  the  railroad  brother- 
hoods, to  get  any  of  their  bills  before  Congrec«.  I  had  a  talk  with  Mr.  James  J.  Burke, 
of  the  Public  Printing  OflBce,  who  is  one  of  the  old  and  well-known  workers  here  in 
the  labor  unions,  and  Mr.  John  Myers,  of  this  city  also,  formerly  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio, 
and  both  these  gentlemen  have  told  me  that  at  all  meetings  in  Washington  there 
seems  to  be  a  tendency  to  let  matters  drift  until  they  get  lines  upon  the  incoming 
administration. 

I  inquired  for  Mr.  Wateon  to-day,  but  found  he  was  not  in  the  city. 

Senator  Reed.  Xow  I  want  to  ask  you  if  you  can  tell  me  whether 
this  letter  which  has  just  been  introduced  is  a  1909  letter  ?  It  simply 
has  the  date  "January  4  '*  printed  upon  it,  and  then  there  is  in  pencil 
''1909.'^ 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  1909  letter — Janu- 
ary 4,  1909. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Is  that  printed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  '*  1909''  was  printed,  but  iti  looking  at  the  copy 
I  found  that  the  ''  1909 '*  had  been  put  in  in  pencil,  and  so  I  wanted 
to  prove  it. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  No.  2277  of  the  printed  numbers? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  There  is  here  2278-2279,  which  is  a  1910 
letter,  and  which  is  marked  in  the  record  ''transferred  to  1910  let- 
ters.'' I  win  hand  you  this  letter  for  identification  at  this  time,  and 
ask  you  what  it  is. 

'^iT.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  John  Earby,  jr., 
of  Dayton,  Ohio,  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Maau- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  In  1910 1 

Mr.  Mui^ALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  does  not  go  in  here,  then  f 

Senator  Reeb.  No,  it  is  not  printra  h^e;  but  that  note  is  to  ex{4ain 
the  absence  of  the  number. 

Look  at  No.  2280  BXkd  tell  me  what  that  is. 

Mr.  McLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  Mr.  Taft,  to  Mr.  Heary  Riesen- 
berg,  and  submitted  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

^nator  Reed.  I  will  reaa  that.  It  is  on  a  letterhead,  ''William 
Howard  Taft,  Cincinnati,  Ohio,'^  and  reads  as  follows: 

AnousTA,  6a.,  January  5, 1909. 

Mt  Deab  Sib:  1  quite  agree  with  you  in  the  advantage  of  having  a  peiaumeBt  tariff 
commianon,  and  if  the  present  tariff  bill  should  make  provision  for  some  such  body 
it  would  meet  my  views  exactly. 

Sincerely,  yours,  Wm.  H.  Taiv. 

Mr.  Henry  RiseEifBEHO,  IndUmapolit,  Ind. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  the  heading  which  you  have  given  is  correct, 
the  heading  in  the  printed  proof  nere  shonld  be  changed.  Here  it 
simply  says.  "Augusta.  Ga.,  January  5,  1909." 

Senator  Keed.  Tlie  letterhead  ^*  William  Howard  Taft,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio,''  is  not  printed  here,  and  it  should  be  inserted. 

Who  was  Mr.  Riesenberg? 

Jklr.  MuLHALL.  As  I  understand  it,  Mr.  Riesenberg  was  the  secre- 
tary of  the  tariff  convention  that  was  held  at  Indianapolis  in  1909, 
February  17,  18,  and  19.  He  was  sent  down  here  to  assist  in  making 
a  canvass  among  the  Members  of  Congress  for  a  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  And  who  was  it  that  handed  you  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuuiALL.  That  was  sent  to  me  as  an  indosure,  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  to  show  to  the  different  Members  while  I  was  making 
the  canvass  of  the  House  and  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  you  were  making  a  canvass  of  the  House 
and  Senate  for  what  purpose  ? 

Mr.  MuLUALL.  For  the  purpose  of  finding  out  the  sentiment  of 
the  Members  of  Congress  upon  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  trying  to  influence  them  in  favor  of  such 
a  commission  ? 

^fr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  instructed  by  your  association  to  do  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Strictly  so,  by  letter  ana  directly;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  weU.  I  now  hand  you  2281-2283,  and  ask 
you  whether  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman 
m  the  month  of  January,  1909  ? 

Mr.  MtruiALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  had  better  read  it. 

9M89»FT  30—13 4 
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Senator  Walsh.  It  is  as  follows : 

•  (2281-2283.) 

January  6, 1909. 

Mt  Bear  Mr.  Sghwedtman:  As  you  requested  of  me  this  a.  m.,  I  left  for  the  Capitol 
and  interviewed  the  following  gentlemen  in  relation  to  the  call  upon  the  tariff  con- 
vention that  is  to  be  held  in  Indianapolis  on  the  16th,  17th,  and  18th  of  next  month. 
Quite  a  lot  of  those  gentlemen  wished  me  to  leave  them  copies  of  the  call,  and  Speaker 
Cannon,  after  an  interview  of  about  20  minutes,  requested  me  to  leave  him  three 
copies  of  the  call,  which  I  did.  I  saw  the  Speaker  at  his  room  about  the  noon  hour 
and  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  him.  He  stated  when  I  first  gave  him  a  copy 
of  the  call  of  the  convention  that  it  was  '^all  damned  nonsense  "  and  used  some  oilier 
"cubs''  words,  but  after  he  saw  that  the  Board  of  Trade  of  Chicaco,  and  several  other 
Illinois  organizations  were  actively  interested  in  this  convention  ne  seemed  to  change 
the  tone  of  his  conversation  considerably.  I  made  it  as  plain  as  I  possiblv  could  to 
him  what  the  convention  was  to  be  called  for;  that  there  was  to  be  no  tariff  discussion, 
but  it  was  simply  a  call  from  the  leading  business  men  of  the  country,  who  wanted  a 
free  discussion  upon  the  desirability  of  creating  a  tariff  commission .  I  told  the  Speaker 
that  he  would  certainly  get  an  invitation  to  address  tliis  convention,  and  he  stated 
that  if  he  got  a  letter  from  the  committee  on  invitations  that  he  would  be  glad  to  answer 
it  and  let  them  know  if  he  could  attend  the  convention  or  not. 

I  next  saw  Mr.  Henry  Bannon,  of  the  tenth  Ohio  district.  Mr.  Bannon  was  very 
much  in  favor  of  a  tarin  commission,  and  said  if  he  possiblv  could  he  would  attend 
the  convention,  providing  he  received  an  invitation  from  the  committee  authorized 
to  send  one. 

After  I  left  Mr.  Bannon,  I  called  on  Mr.  De  Alva  Alexander,  of  the  thirty-sixth 
New  York  district.  Mr.  Alexander  was  very  much  against  a  tariff  commission  and 
^ve  a  very  extreme  tirade  against  the  idea  of  passing  any  such  le8:islation.  I  found 
It  was  entirely  a  waste  of  time  to  attempt  to  make  a  convert  out  of  Mr.  Alexander. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Alexander  I  called  on  Mr.  Ralph  D.  Cole,  of  the  eighth  Ohio  dis- 
trict. Mr.  Cole  was  extremely  friendly  toward  the  idea  of  a  tariff  commission,  and 
although  he  did  not  wish  to  be  quoted  very  strongly,  he  said,  at  the  present  time^  if 
it  would  be  possible  for  him  to  get  away  he  would  be  pleased  to  attend  the  convention 
at  Indianapolis. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Cole  I  saw  Mr.  Kittredge  Haskins,  of  the  second  Vermont  district. 
Mr.  Haskins  was  extremely  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission,  and  I  gave  him  a  copy  of 
the  call  of  the  convention,  and  he  said  he  would  give  it  his  attention,  and  if  he  received 
any  communication  from  the  committee  in  chai^  of  the  convention  he  would  be  glad 
to  answer  them  and  attend  the  convention  if  it  was  possible  to  do  so. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Haskins  I  saw  Mr.  Nicholas  Longworth,  of  the  first  Ohio  district. 
Mr.  Longworth  stated  that  he  had  been  reading  a  so^  deal  of  this  tariff  business  and 
that  it  was  a  verjr  old  idea.  He  said  he  had  read  the  article  from  the  New  York  Trib- 
une lately  showing  that  such  an  idea  was  advocated  over  30  years  ago,  and  that  he 
save  a  good  deal  of  attention  to  this  article,  but  at  the  present  time  he  did  not  wish  to 
be  Quoted  one  way  or  the  other,  either  for  or  against  a  tariff  commission. 

After  leaving  wr.  Longworth  I  called  on  Mr.  Sereno  E.  Payne,  of  the  thirty-first 
New  Y<^k  district,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means.  Mr.  Payne 
treated  my  visit  to  him  as  a  kind  of  a  joke,  as  if  I  did  not  intend  to  be  serious  about  the 
question  that  I  tried  to  present  to  him.  I  informed  Mr.  Pajme  that  from  the  best  in- 
formation I  could  get  that  the  562  organizations  that  were  interested  in  this  convention 
would  certainly  send  a  strong  invitation  to  him  to  attend  the  convention,  for  it  was 
a  well-known  met  that  he  was  very  courteous  to  the  manufacturers  that  fie  called  to 
the  tariff  hearings,  and  that  the  manufacturing  organizations  were  sure  to  extend  the 
same  courtesies  to  him  and  would  like  to  have  him  address  the  convention  and  give 
his  reasons  why  he  did  not  want  a  tariff  commission.  My  interview  with  Mr.  Payne 
was  very  pleasant  and  interesting  before  it  ended,  and  1  feel  that  if  he  received  an 
invitation  from  the  committee  he  would  attend  the  convention  if  possible. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Payne  I  called  on  Mr.  Jesse  Overstreet,  of  the  seventh  Indiana 
district.  Mr.  Overstreet  was  very  stron^y  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission,  and  he 
stated  that  he  had  interviewed  seveial  members  of  the  Indiana  delegation,  and  he 
thought  the  entire  Indiana  delegation  would  vote  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill. 
He  took  me  to  the  House  and  went  in  to  see  if  he  could  find  Mr.  Crumpacker.  He 
came  out  in  a  short  time  and  stated  that  Mr.  Crumpacker  was  not  on  the  floor,  but  that 
Yte  would  see  him  in  the  morning  and  introduce  me  to  him  and  arrange  it  so  that  I 
could  have  a  good  talk  with  Mi.  Crumpacker  in  relation  to  their  delegation.  Mr. 
Overstreet  stated  that  he  had  met  Mr.  van  Cleave,  Mr.  Parry,  and  yourself  on  last 
Saturday  in  Indianapolis  and  fully  went  over  the  situation  with  them,  and  he  talked 
us  thou^  he  had  been  slighted  because  he  had  not  been  invited  by  the  committee 
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on  that  occasion  to  address  the  convention.  He  gave  me  his  opinion  that  the  con- 
vention matter  was  started  for  a  boom  for  Senator  Beveridge,  but  that  he  had  kept 
track  of  matters  out  in  Indiana  and  is  now  given  to  understand  that  the  convention 
will  be  too  big  a  thing  for  Beveridge  to  turn  into  a  boom  for  any  future  use.  I  assured 
him  that  Beveridge  could  not  do  anything  of  the  kind,  and  he  stated  that  if  he  gets 
an  invitation  from  the  committee  he  will  do  his  best  to  attend  the  convention.  I 
shall  do  all  I  can  to  have  Overstreet  go  there,  for  his  influence  in  Indianapolis  is  very 
great  and  he  would  be  a  splendid  man  to  help  us  in  Washington  upon  this  matter, 
which  he  assured  me  he  would  do.      . 

After  leaving  Mr.  Overstreet  I  called  on  Mr.  Champ  Clark^  of  the  ninth  Missouri 
district.  Mr.  Clark's  interview  was  very  brief  and  to  the  pomt.  He  stated  that  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  get  away  from  Wafehington  at  this  time,  but  he  wanted  me 
to  cleany  understand  that  ne  was  not  for  a  tariff  commission  and  would  use  his  influ- 
ence to  beat  such  a  bill  if  it  got  before  Congress. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Clark  I  called  upon  Mr.  James  S.  Sherman,  of  the  twenty-seventh 
New  York  district.  Mr.  Sherman  has  changed  a  great  deal  in  the  last  year  upon  the 
tanif  commission.  He  wished  to  have  me  quote  him  as  nonconmiittal.  I  told  Mr. 
Sherman  that  this  would  be  one  of  the  biggest  conventions  that  had  ever  been  held 
in  the  country,  and  he  took  a  copy  of  the  c^  of  the  convention  and  read  it  very  care- 
fully, and  stated  to  me  that  if  he  heard  from  the  committee  he  would  gladly  answer 
their  letter.  I  tried  to  impress  upon  him  the  importance  of  his  attending  the  con- 
vention, if  it  was  possible,  and  he  stated  that  if  he  could  get  away  about  that  time  he 
might  do  so.  He  privately  told  me,  but  stated  that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  quoted, 
that  he  could  not  support  a  bill  of  that  kind,  but  I  feel  that  Sherman  could  be  easily 
won  aroimd. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Sherman  I  called  on  Mr.  Geoiige  W.  Fairchild,  of  the  twenty- 
fourth  New  York  district.  Mr.  Fairchild  is  extremely  in  favor  of  the  tariff  commis- 
sion, and  put  up  a  very  strong  argument  with  me  to  show  how  he  stood.  He  stated 
that  he  thought  it  was  the  only  thing  to  do  and  the  right  thing  to  do  to  have  a  tariff 
commission  appointed^  so  that  the  tariff  could  be  taken  out  of  politics.  He  stated 
plainly  that  il  ne  received  an  invitation  from  the  committee  he  would  be  very  glad 
to  attend  the  convention,  and  that  he  knew  his  duties  in  Congress  around  the  16th, 
17t^,  and  18th  of  next  month  would  give  him  a  chance  to  get  away.  Mr.  Fairchild *s 
Interview  was  extremely  pleasant,  and  he  offered  to  help  in  any  way  he  possibly 
could  if  a  bill  of  this  kind  came  before  Congress. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Fairchild  Congress  adjourned,  and  it  was  impossible  for  me  to 
see  any  more  Members  on  this  question  for  the  day. 

I  left  the  Capitol  and  found  you  at  the  hotel,  and  made  a  brief  report  to  you  of 
the  nature  of  my  afternoon's  work.  I  shall  continue  each  dav  to  report  to  you  the 
Members  of  Congress  I  see  until  I  complete  the  list,  as  directed. 

Trusting  this  report  will  find  you  home  and  safe  and  in  the  best  of  health,  believe 
me  to  be, 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  foot  of  that  letter  there  is  this  note: 

This  letter  was  dictated  several  days  ago,  but  owing  to  a  great  pKressure  of  work  for 
Mr.  Emery  I  was  not  able  to  write  it  for  Col.  Mulhall  until  this  morning. 

No.  2284,  2285  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I 
sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

First.  The  best  time  to  catch  the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  is  in  their  com- 
mittee rooms  in  the  forenoon,  and  they  very  seldom  get  to  their  rooms  before  10  a.  m. 
So  Congress  being  called  at  12,  it  gives  you  but  two  hours  to  see  them  in  their  com- 
mittee rooms,  and  it  is  slow  work  ^tting  them  after  that.  Besides,  I  find  that  every 
Member  I  have  seen,  when  I  tell  him  my  mission,  generally  gives  me  a  long  interview, 
and  when  they  get  started  there  is  no  way  of  cutting  them  off  and  making  my  interview 
rihort.    So  in  the  past  few  days  I  have  been  unable  to  see  over  seven  or  eight  each  day. 

I  have  seen  all  the  prominent  Members  of  the  House  first,  such  as  heads  of  commit- 
tees and  the  well-known  Members  of  the  House.  So  if  you  wish  speakers  for  your  con- 
vention, you  will  be  able  to  select  from  the  first  lot  of  names  that  I  send  in. 

I  think  that  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  I  desire  to  read  this  further  portion  of  the  letter: 

I  will  make  arrangements  so  that  a  report  will  reach  you  every  day  from  this  time 
on  until  this  work  is  finished,  and  I  will  make  better  headway  next  week  than  I  have 
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tiiis,  for  I  am  leamine  where  the  new  committee  rooms  are  located  and  where  to  find 
t&B  Members  of  the  House.  I  suppose  you  are  aware  that  at  this  session  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  have  changed  their  headquarters  and  are  moving  into  their  new 
office  building,  so  for  that  reason  there  is  quite  a  mix  up,  and  it  makes  it  slow  in  find- 
ing them. 

Our  friend  James  Watson  has  not  yet  arrived,  and  I  am  told  now  he  will  not  geV 
here  until  the  middle  of  next  week.    So  when  Mr.  Emery  ^ts  here  on  Monday  I  will 
talk  with  him  about  making  some  arrangement  to  fix  our  fnends  on  the  different  oom- 
mittees  without  the  aid  of  Mr.  Watson. 

No.  2286,  2287  is  what  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent 
out  by  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Rbed.  Where  was  tiiat  letter  sent  ?  Was  it  sent  to  an 
■Mfiridaal  or  was  that  a  letter  that  was  sent  out  generally  t  It  is 
addressed  ^*  Gentlemen." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  report  that  was  sent  by  Mr.  Emery  to  the 
ofl^iais  of  the  National  Coundl  for  Industrial  Defense,  ana  he  sent 
me  a  copy  of  it. 

SenatOT  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  he  also  sent  it  to  these 
so-caUed  members — these  men  that  were  on  the  list? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  desire  to  read  the  following  portion  of  that 
letter: 

That  recent  contempt  convictions  of  the  American  Federation  officials  threaten  to 
ittise  an  issue  of  the  moot  vital  importance.  That  is,  whether  or  not  the  President 
poflsesses  and  will  exercise  the  power  to  pardon  for  a  contempt  arising  from  the  viola- 
tion of  a  judicial  order  enforcing  a  remedial  decree.  Reason  and  authoritv,  we  are 
satisfied,  are  against  the  possession  by  the  Executive  of  the  power,  not  merely  to  pre- 
vent 4he  court  from  sustaining  its  dignity,  but  enforcing  its  remedial  orders.  It  the 
President  possesses  such  a  power,  he  exercises  judicial  power  acting  as  an  appellate 
court  to  set  aside  the  enforcement  of  a  remedy  which  a  court  has  adjudsed  to  a  litigant. 
The  judiciary  then  becomes  a  subordinate  and  not  a  coordinate  brancn  of  the  Govenir 
ment,  bein^  dependent  for  the  protection  of  its  dignity  and  authority  and  the  enforce- 
ment of  its  judgments  upon  the  Executive  pleasure.  Even  if  he  possesses  the  power, 
its  exercise  in  the  Buck's  case  would  encoiuage  the  deliberate  violation  of  judicial 
ordera  by  ofganised  labor  and  increased  disrespect  for  judicial  authority. 

We  beg  your  careful  attention  to  this  matter  that  yourselves  and  your  members  may 
thoroughly  appreciate  this  exceedingly  critical  situation,  that  you  may  be  prepared 
to  obtain  prompt  and  efficient  protest  against  an  exercise  of  Executive  clemency  if 
there  should  be  evidence  of  intent  to  apply  it.  llirough  the  courtesy  of  our  associate, 
•the  American  Anti- Boycott  Association,  we  send  you  under  separate  cover  copy  of  the 
aiguments  of  Messrs.  Darlington  and  Beck,  which  will  thorougnly  inform  vou  concern- 
ing the  law  and  evidence  in  the  contempt  proceedings,  and  we  shall  further  send  you 
verv  shortly  a  copy  of  the  decision  of  Justice  Wrij^ht  now  in  the  press. 

There  is  every  likelihood  that  within  a  sbort  time  the  Seuvte  J  udiciaiy  Committee 
will  report  to  the  full  committee  the  result  of  the  hearings  upon  the  Wilson  and  Warner 
amendments  to  the  Sherman  Act,  the  former  providing  for  the  exemption  of  labor 
organizations  and  the  latter  being  a  duplicate  of  the  Hepburn  amendment  in  the 
House.  We  have  every  reason  to  believe,  in  view  of  the  aigument,  that  the  report 
will  be  unfavorable  to  these  bills. 

On  the  two  occasions  during  last  year  when  you  were  asked  to  protest  against  pro- 
posed action — in  the  Repubucan  caucus  to  indorse  an  injunction  bill  and  in  the 
Republican  national  convention  to  approve  an  outrageous  injimction  plank — ^the  de- 
termination, volume,  and  imity  of  vour  protest  obtained  for  it  mmiediate  and  favorable 
attention.  Our  future  success  unaer  similar  conditions  depends  upon  equal  determi- 
nation and  cooperative  unity.  Occasional  and  spasmodic  protests  defeat  their  pur- 
pose. Let  us,  therefore,  not  act  unless  serious  occasion  arises,  and  then  with  all  the 
eneigy  and  influence  at  oiur  command.  I  call  your  special  attention  to  this  because 
of  the  possible  necessities  of  the  future. 

Senator  Rsed.  2288-2290  is  what ! 

Mr.  MiTLHALL  (aftor  examination).  That  is  another  report  to 
Schwedtman. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  shaJl  read  that  letter. 

(Senator  Wa  sh  read  in  full  letter  2288-2290.) 

Senator  Reed.  2291,  2292  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  that  you 
sent  to  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  shall  also  read  that  letter. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  2291,  2292.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2293,  2294  is  a  copy  of  another  account  that 
you  rendered  this  association,  is  it  not  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  the  following  item: 

Jan.  8.  Paid  to  the  Capitol  stenographer  for  30  copies  of  the  call  to  the  convention 
to  be  held  in  Indianapolis  Feb.  16,  $5. 

Did  vou  get  out  some  copies  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  Yes;  I  did  not  send  enough  copies  to  go  around 
the  Members,  and  I  got  30  additional  copies  made  by  a  public 
stenographer. 

Senator  Reed.  Also  the  following  item : 

Jan.  10.  Incidental  expenses  from  Jan.  1  to  10,  inclusive,  while  doing  general  cam- 
paign work  in  Wa«hington,  $12. 

Was  that  the  campaign  work  of  going  around  and  seeing  the 
Representatives  and  Senators  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  suppose  so. 

Senator  Reed.  2295,  2297  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  pretty  long,  and  it  seems  to  me  very  much 
like  the  other  letters  that  have  gone  in.  He  called  on  everybody 
and  got  everybody's  views  and  reported  them.  I  read  the  following 
portion  of  it: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Dalzell  I  called  on  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  of  the  sixth  Indiana 
district.  I  found  Mr.  Watson  in  the  Speaker's  room,  where  he  was  having  an  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Emery,  and  before  the  mterview  was  over  I  called  his  attention  to  the 
comvention  that  is  to  be  held  in  Indiana  on  the  16th,  17th,  and  18th  of  next  month, 
tfr.  Watson  stated  that  he  was  in  lavor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill  such  as  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  outlined  to  him  and  that  he  would  be  great^ly  pleased  to  receive  an  invitation 
from  our  committee  and  attend  the  convention  and  make  a  speech  there  providinjg; 
our  committee  wished  him  to  do  so.  I  assured  Mr.  Watson  he  would  receive  an  invi- 
tation from  you,  and  from  the  way  he  8]X)ke  it  seemed  he  would  like  to  make  an  addfees 
at  the  openmg  of  the  convention,  or,  in  other  words,  he  wished  to  make  his  address 
before  l^nator  BBveridge,  of  Indiana,  made  his. 

No8.  2298-2300  are  duplicates  of  2295-2297.     It  is  not  necessary 
to  repeat  those. 
No.  2301  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  received  by  you  from  J.  P.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Rsbd.  That  is  an  original  letter,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MtTLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Rebd.  I  will  read  that: 

(2301.) 

National  Association  of  MANUVAcruiuuta, 

New  York,  January  12, 1909. 
Mr.  M.  M.  MuLHALL,  Waverly,  Balto.y  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  letter  of  January  11  with 
expense  account  inclosed.  We  will  see  that  the  check  is  forwarded  to  you  for  this 
amount. 
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The  writer  leaves  the  citjr  on  the  I4th  and  will  not  return  until  about  January  28. 
In  the  meantime  if  this  office  can  be  of  any  service  to  you  pray  command  it. 
Wishing  you  success,  I  beg  to  remain, 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

Business  Manager. 
JPB-MMS. 

Is  No.  2302  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  John  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Sent  by  whom  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  By  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  met  Senator  Foraker  for  the  first  time  since  his  return  from  Ohio  yesterday,  and 
he  is  pleased  with  the  work  we  did  out  there  to  help  him.  He  states  he  will  be  an 
active  candidate  for  the  Senate  in  1911  and  is  going  to  start  in  to  oiganize  at  once  to 
win  that  fi^ht,  and  he  is  anxious  to  get  all  the  help  Uiat  our  people  can  give  him.  He 
is  onlv  giving  this  out  confidentially  to  his  very  best  friends,  and  knowing  you  to  be 
one  of  them,  1  send  this  information  to  you,  so  close  with  very  best  wishes  and  feeling 
sure  that  you  will  aid  us  in  the  Watson  matter,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

G/M. 

What  was  the  Watson  matter  that  you  were  to  aid  in  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Watson  was  employed  by  the 
Committee  of  One  Hundred  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  when  it  was 
created,  and  paid  a  certain  retainer  and  a  certain  amount  of  money 
per  week  for  nis  services,  while  he  was  here  in  Washington,  by  that 
committee. 

Mr.  McCabter.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  some  member  of  the  commit- 
tee please  ascertain  when  that  was  ? 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I 
drew  myself  on  the  bank,  and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because  Mr. 
Miles  stated  that  he  did  not  have  the  money,  and  they  had  not  col- 
lected the  money.  I  borrowed  $20  from  Mr.  Emery,  because  that 
was  about  all  the  money  that  I  had  in  cash  at  the  time,  and  I  know 
at  that  meeting  where  this  arranjgement  was  made  thev  set  a  price 
on  Mr.  Watson  of  $500  for  a  retainer — ^Mr.  Emery  set  that  price,  by 
appealing  to  Mr.  BLirby  and  the  rest — and  $250  a  week  for  Mr.  Wat- 
son while  he  was  here  working  in  that  work,  and  $10,000  if  he  got 
the  bill  through,  at  the  end  of  the  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Watson  at  that  time  was  not  a  Member  of 
Congress  ? 

ifi.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress.  He  had  re- 
turned from  Indiana  after  being  defeated  for  governor. 

Senator  Reed.  Hls  term  had  not  run  out  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  not  until  the  4th  of  March. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2303,  2304  is  what? 

I^.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  letters  will  show  all  that,  because  the 
arrangement  was  made,  and  I  reported  it.  [After  examining  2303, 
2304.J    A  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  go  back  to  this  other  exhibit  that  we 
juBt  passed,  No.  2302.     This  letter  states: 

I  know  that  you  are  greatly  interested  in  the  coming  convention  that  is  to  be  held 
in  IndianapoliB  on  the  16th,  17th,  and  18th  of  next  month,  and  I  know  from  the  inter- 
view I  haa  in  the  New  York  oflRce  with  you,  Mr.  Emery,  and  Mr.  Bird  on  the  22d  of 
lapt  month,  that  you  are  also  interested  in  Mr.  Watson *8' behalf. 
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The  arrangement  had  not  yet  been  made  with  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  at  that  time,  sir.  You  will  find  some  corre- 
spondence to  Watson  from  me,  advising  him  to  get  the  balance  of 
tne  money — the  large  balance  that  was  to  be  paid  him.  I  know  it 
is  among  the  correspondence. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  get  to  that.  We  would  rather  take  it  up 
as  it  goes  along. 

^Ir.  MuLHALL.  All  right,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  I  will  read  the  following  from  2303,  2304: 

I  saw  the  following  Members  of  Congress  to-day  and  attempted  to  interview  them  in 
relation  to  their  stand  upon  the  tarin  commission  bill  and  their  attending  the  con- 
vention to  be  held  on  the  16th.  17th.  and  18th. 

I  first  called  on  Mr.  Richara  Bartnoldt,  tenth  Missouri  district,  and  had  a  pleasing 
interview  with  him.  Mr.  Bartholdt  eave  me  the  impression  that  his  time  was  aU 
taken  at  the  present  on  some  liquor  bills  that  are  coming  before  Conn^ss.  He  stated 
that  Mr.  Campbell,  of  Kansas,  was  going  to  present  the  Littlefield  bul  upon  the  stop- 

Eing  of  transfer  of  liquor  from  one  State  to  another  under  the  interstate  commerce 
iw;  that  ther^  were  several  bills  to  be  presented  in  the  Senate  in  the  very  near  future; 
and  he  did  not  wish  to  be  quoted  for  or  against  the  tariff  commission  bill.  1  could  not 
draw  him  out  as  to  how  he  stood  upon  that  bill. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Bartholdt's  office  I  called  on  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  second  New 
Jersey  district.  Mr.  Gardner  told  me  that  he  was  very  much  in  favor  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission and  that  he  would  accept  an  invitation  from  the  committee  of  the  convention 
and  attend  the  convention  unless  some  unforeseen  matter  came  up  before  then.  I 
find  Mr.  Gardner  very  strong  for  a  tariff  commission  and  1  feel  that  ne  can  be  of  very 
great  service  to  us  here  upon  a  bill  of  that  kind. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Crardner's  ofiKce,  I  called  on  Mr.  David  A.  De  Armond,  of  the  sixth 
Missouri  district.  Mr.  De  Armond  was.  noncommittal  and  would  not  be  quoted  how 
he  stood  upon  the  tariff  commission  bill. 

That  is  Mr.  Gardner  of  New  Jersey  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  When  did  you  all  get  to  be  friendly  with  Gardner, 
whom  at  one  timeyou  had  been  opposing  ? 

Mr.  MuT-HALL.  Tjie  letters  will  state  that  plainly,  Senator.  I 
made  a  full  report  upon  that  matter,  which  I  think  you  are  very 
close  to  reaching. 

Senator  Reed.  I  continue  reading  : 

After  leavine  Mr.  De  Armond'e  ofilce  I  called  upon  Mr.  Elijah  B.  Lewis,  of  the 
third  Georgia  district.    Mr.  Lewis  was  very  kind  and  talked  upon  several  bills. 

I  do  not  think  there  is  any  necessity  of  reading  that.  I  do  not 
see  anything  of  consequence  in  it. 

No.  2305-2307  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedtman,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  I  was  making 
daily  reports  then  to  Schwedtman. 

(Senator  Walsh  here  read  in  full  2305-2307.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2308  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Parry? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  to  try  to  get  his  influence  for  Watson  for 
the  Cabinet  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2309  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  tnat  as  follows: 

After  my  interview  this  morning  was  over  with  Mr.  Watson,  I  went  over  and  had 
a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Shelton,  Senator  Aldrich'e  private  secretary,  at  his  re- 
quest. I  spoke  to  Mr.  Shelton  about  the  Senator  attending  the  Indianapolis  con- 
vention, and  he  told  me  to  leave  a  copy  of  the  call  of  the  convention,  and  ne  would 
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call  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  it  this  afternoon.  \^liile  in  Mr.  Aldrich's  office , 
Mr.  Shelton  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Aldrich  was  starting  again  to 
organize  in  Rhode  Island  to  return  again  to  the  Senate  next  year,  and  that  he  would 
be  very  pleased  if  I  could  aid  him  in  Providence  and  other  places,  as  we  did  about 
five  years  ago.  Mr.  Shelton  wishes  to  have  me  come  into  his  office  again  on  Thursday 
of  this  week,  and  he  stated  that  he  would  arran^  so  that  the  Senator  and  I  could  have 
an  interview  upon  the  matter  of  the  convention  and  also  that  I  could  talk  to  the 
Senator  about  tne  affairs  in  his  home  State.    This  I  promised  1  would  do. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Aldrich 's  office  I  found  Mr.  Emery  in  the  gallery  of  the  Senate 
Chamber,  and  I  explained  fully  to  Mr.  Emery  mv  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this 
morning.  Mr.  Emery  states  that  he  will  write  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  this  afternoon  and 
fully  explain  his  views  upon  the  Watson  matter  and  the  best  way  to  help  Wataon 
obtain  what  he  wants.  Or  course  the  aid  that  we  will  give  Mr.  Watson  in  this  fight 
will  largely  aid  us  in  fixing  up  the  conditions  in  the  next  Congress,  and  1  feel  that  Mr. 
Emery  realizes  the  importance  of  this.  On  account  of  the  excitement  here  for  the 
last  few  days  on  the  House  side,  and  yesterday  and  to-day  on  the  Senate  side,  I  was 
unable  to  see  but  four  or  five  Members  of  Congress  to-day,  for  Foraker's  speech  in  the 
Senate  took  up  the  best  part  of  the  afternoon . 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2310  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Wakh  read  in  full  No.  2310.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2311  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2310. 

No.  2312-2315  is  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Sehwedtman,  is  it  not  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  kind  of  a  routine  report. 

The  Chaibican.  He  went  to  see  Mr.  Qoebel,  he  went  to  see  Mr. 
Parsons,  he  went  to  see  Mr.  Fowler,  he  went  to  see  Mr.  McKinney,  he 
went  to  see  Mr.  Swasey,  and  he  went  to  see  Mr.  Mudd.     [Reading:] 

Alter  leaving  Mr.  Mudd's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Frank  A.  McLain, 
7th  Mississippi  district.  Mr.  McLain  would  not  be  quoted,  but  requested  me  to 
leave  him  a  copy  of  the  call  ci  the  convention,  which  I  did. 

After  leaving  Mr.  McLain's  office  I  went  to  the  office  of  Mr.  James  E.  Watson, 
where  I  was  engaged  for  about  an  hour,  on  which  I  will  make  a  separate  report. 

After  leaving  &&.  Watson's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Senator  Albert  J.  Bever> 
idge,  of  Indiana,  and  found  the  Senator  in  his  oflice.  I  have  called  at  this  office 
freauently  before,  but  have  never  been  able  to  find  the  Senator  in.  Senator  Bev- 
eria^  granted  me  an  interview  at  (Ace  and  seemed  to  be  very  enthuaiaetic  over 
the  mformation  I  gave  him  concerning  the  convention.  I  told  him  Uiat  at  my  last 
interview  with  you  here  in  Washington  there  were  562  organizations  who  had  already 
announced  that  they  would  participate  in  the  conv^tion  and  that  we  expected  one 
of  the  largest  conventions  tl^t  was  ever  held  in  this  country  upon  an  issue  of  this 
Idnd.  Senator  Beveiidge  was  greatly  enthused  over  the  information  I  gave  him 
and  went  on  to  tell  me  of  the  speech  that  he  would  make  at  the  convention,  and  he 
was  very  doaiioua  that  1  should  have  invited  to  this  convention  the  following 
Senators: 

Senator  Albert  B.  Ciimmins,  of  Iowa;  Senator  Joseph  M.  Dixon,  of  Montana;  Senator 
Henry  A.  du  Pont,  of  Delaware:  Senator  Frank  P.  Flint,  of  California:  Senator  Robert 
M.  La  Follette,  of  Wisconsin;  Senator  Robert  L.  Owen,  of  Oklahoma;  Senator  Samuel 
H.  Piles,  of  Washington,  and  Senator  William  Warner,  of  Missouri. 

He  wishes  to  see  Senator  Dixon  and  Senator  Flint  and  Senator  La  Follette  before 
the  invitation  is  sent  to  them.  Senator  Beveridge  is  extremely  enthusiastic  over  the 
success  of  the  convention,  and  I  am  sure  he  will^do  all  in  his  power  to  make  it  a  success. 

After  leaving  Senator  Beveridge's  office  I  met  Senator  Charles  Dick,  of  Ohio.  I 
had  qvite  a  lengthy  interview  with  Senator  Dick  about  the  late  ficht  in  Ohio.  I 
finally  reached  the  point  where  I  sprung  the  tariff  commission  upon  him.  He  adced 
me  to  leave  him  a  copy  of  the  call  of  the  convention,  and  stated  that  he  would  give  it 
a  great  deal  of  consiaeration,  but  at  the  present  time  could  not  say  that  he  could  get 
away  to  attend  the  convention. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Dick  I  called  on  Senator  James  A.  Hemeuway,  of  Indiana.  Sena- 
tor Ilemenway  told  me  that  he  has  just  been  appointed  bv  the  Senate  as  chairman  of 
the  committee  of  investigation  of  the  secret  service,  and  that  they  had  just  started  to 
work  upon  this  investi^tion,  and  that  he  knew  that  he  would  l>e  engaged  upon  this 
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werk  at  the  time  the  ooirvMitiim  would  be  on  in  Indiaaapolis,  but  neverthelesB  he 
would  like  to  attend  the  convention  if  he  could  do  so.  He  stated  that  he  knew  he 
could  not  make  a  speech  like  Beveridge,  but  that  he  was  a  better  worker  than  Bev- 
eridge  in  every  way»  and  that  he  would  do  all  that  he  could  to  aid  us,  if  we  needed  his 
aid  to  make  the  convention  a  success. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2316  a  telegram  from  Schwedtman? 
Ifr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2317  a  letter  from  Schwedtman? 
Mi.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  The  telegram,  No.  2316,  reads: 

Did  you  mail  report  Monday?    Have  receiiFod  none  to-day. 
The  letter,  No.  2317,  reads: 

Mt  Dear  Martin:  I  have  hardly  had  a  chance  to  look  around  since  I  am  home, 
but  I  must  not  let  another  day  go  by  without  acknowledging  your  nice  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 31.  Let  me  assure  you  that  the  term  ''brother"  means  as  much  to  me  as  it  does 
to  you.  We  may  scold  each  other,  and  we  may  find  fault,  and  we  may  disagree,  but 
we  will  never  lose  a  particle  of  the  high  regard  which  we  now  have  for  each  other. 

And  now,  coming  to  your  dailv  reports.  Those  received  so  far  are  splendid,  and  I 
have  at  once  conveyed  them  to  the  proper  parties.  I  expected  another  report  to-day, 
and  in  order  to  run  this  matter  down  I  wiied  you  as  follows: 

"Did  you  mail  report  Monday?    Have  received  none  to-day." 

Were  you  expected  to  repwt  every  day  on  this  legislative  work 
which  you  were  engaged  in  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  expected  to  report  every  day  on  this  legis* 
lative  work  that  I  was  engaged  in  at  that  time,  relating  to  the  tariff 
convention,  and  to  continue  that  report  until  that  was  entirely  com- 
pleted, until  I  had  visited  the  entire  membership  of  the  House,  and 
as  many  as  I  possibly  could  of  the  Senate.  As  that  letter  states, 
Seaabor  Beveridge  homed  me  in  that  work  to  some  extent,  as  he  re- 
quested that  certain  senators  he  would  like  to  visit  himsetf  before  I 
saw  them,  and  he  would  let  me  know  whether  it  would  be  necessary 
for  me  to  see  them  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wiU  read  this : 

It  is  surprising  to  see  how  time  flies,  and  we  will  have  the  convention  date  at  hand 
before  we  know  it.  I  have  to-day  advised  Mr.  Henry  Rieaenberff,  of  Indianapolis, 
who  is  chairman  of  the  committee  on  arrangements,  to  forward  to  Mr.  Emeiy 'a  office 
100  copies  of  the  official  call  and  100  copies  of  the  Taft  indorsement,  attached  hereto. 

Keep  up  the  good  work  and  let  me  hear  from  you  often. 

That  shows  how  this  Taft  letter  got  into  Mr.  Mulhall's  possession. 
No.  2318-2320  and  2333  seems  to  be  the  number  of  this  next  docu- 
ment.    Is  that  a  letter  you  got  from  Schwedtman  1 
lir.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  This  letter  says: 

I  have  had  a  very  long  talk  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  about  the  Watson  matter,  and  I  will 
try  to  convey  to  you  his  aigument  and  his  orders. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  need  not  read  that ;  I  have  been  over  it,  and 
it  simply  shows  that  Van  Cleave  was  getting  ''cold  feet ''  on  Watson's 
eandidaey  for  the  Cabinet;  that  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.     The  next  is  No.  2321. 

The  C^iRMAN.  Page  1  of  this  letter  is  omitted. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  they  have  pieced  together  2318-2320 
and  2333  into  one  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  really  do  not  know  a  thingf  about  it.  The  printer 
has  handled  it.     I  never  saw  it,  but  I  take  it  that  that  is  a  part  of 
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some  other  letter.  It  is  withdrawn  from  the  files,  I  think  to  be  pieced 
together.     I  think  you  have  that  right,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  long  letter  shows  that  Van  Cleave  is  of  the 
opinion  that  there  is  no  show  for  Watson  for  a  Cabinet  position. 
No.  2321  follows  this,  as  page  2. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  2322,  although  it  is  not  numbered 
in  the  print. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  a  separate  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  It  is  printed  in  the  record,  and  there  was  a 
number  stamped  on  the  exhibit,  but  it  was  so  faint  that  I  think  the 
printer  could  not  read  it.  That  is  what  I  think  it  is.  I  will  mark  it 
now  No.  2322.    It  reads  as  follows: 

(2322.) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturebs, 

New  Yorh,  January  U,  1909. 

Col.  M.   M.   MULHALL, 

624  Oak  Avenue ,  Waivriy,  Balto.,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  Enclosed  please  find  check  for  $125,  salary  for  first  half  of  January; 
also  check  for  $141.85,  the  amount  of  expense  account,  of  which  copy  is  enclosed. 
You  made  your  total  $145.85.  The  error  is  due  to  mistake  in  addition  of  $2  in  the 
account  rendered  December  13,  and  another  mistake  of  the  same  amount  in  the  present 
account.    You  will  find  our  additions  are  correct. 

Yoiurs,  verv  tmlv,  Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 

GSB-MMS. 

No.  2323  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtinan,  is  it  not  i 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  paragraph  in  it  which  says: 

I  am  afraid  that  our  friend  Watson  is  asking  us  to  play  a  ^r^ter  part  in  his  program 
than  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Fbrry,  or  Mr.  Kirby  will  be  willing  to  assume,  but  this 
bridge  we  will  not  cross  until  we  come  to  it,  and  I  will  be  able  to  speak  more  intelli- 
gently after  I  have  Mr.  Van  Gleave's  instructions. 

No.  2324-2328  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  to  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  following  is  of  interest: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Howland's  office  I  went  to  the  office  of  Senator  Nelson  W.  Aldrich 
and  had  quite  an  extended  interview  with  the  Senator's  secretary,  Mr.  Shelton.  In 
about  twenty  minutes  Senator  Aldrich  came  in,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  the  con- 
vention in  Indianapolis.  Senator  Aldrich  stated  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  get 
away  to  attend  the  convention,  and  it  was  apparent  he  did  not  wish  to  be  drawn  out 
any  further.  He  told  me  he  had  started  to  organize  in  his  State  for  his  return  to  the 
Senate.  This  he  claimed  to  be  strictly  confidential.  He  said  that  he  hoped  that  in 
our  own  way  we  would  do  organization  work  for  him,  as  we  did  five  years  ago.  The 
Senator  was  extremely  pleasant  and  talked  very  pleasantly  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

I  left  Senator  Aldrich  s  room  about  1  p.  m.  and  nad  a  very  pleasing  interview  again 
with  Senator  Beveridge.  Senator  Beveridge  wishes  me  to  keep  him  posted  in  relation 
to  what  we  are  doine  to  make  the  convention  a  success.  From  the  vrav  Senator 
Beveridge  talked  Mr.  van  Cleave  must  certainly  be  an  angel,  for  he  said  he  lUst  loved 
that  man,  and  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  certainlv  was  a  peach.  I  know  our  chief  will  take 
this  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Beveridge  and  the  compliments  he  paid  him  for  political 
compliments,  for  Mr.  Beveridge  at  the  present  time  is  extreme^  anxious  to  please, 
for  he  knows  that  he  has  got  the  fight  of  nis  life  on  his  own  hands  for  his  return  to  the 
Senate  next  year. 

My  position  here  at  the  present  time  in  relation  to  Mr.  Hemenway,  Mr.  Watson,  and 
Mr.  Beveridge  requires  a  good  deal  of  diplomacy,  for  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Hemenway 
do  not  hesitate  t^>  state  clearly  their  feelings  relating  to  their  colleagues,  and  both 
these  gentlemen  wish  me  to  keep  them  posted  on  what  the  others  are  doing.  This  I 
certainly  can  not  afford  to  do,  so  for  that  reason  I  am  using  the  best  diplomatic  talent 
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that  I  have  between  the  leaders  of  the  Indiana  factions  at  the  present  time.  Of  course, 
I  see  Senator  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Watson  every  day,  for  I  am  aiding  Mr.  Emery  in 
every  shape  and  form  that  I  can  to  get  the  committee  appointments  m  the  next  Con- 
gress that  we  are  seeking. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  this  afternoon  before  I  started  to  attend  to 
my  mail,  and  he  has  a  meetinjg  with  Mr.  Watson  this  evening  at  6.30  p.  m.,  at  the 
hotel,  which  I  know  he  will  write  you  about  early  to-morrow  morning;  so  closing,  with 
very  best  wishes  to  yourself  and  tne  chief,  I  am, 

Faithfully,  yours, . 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2329-2332  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reports  on  the  views  of  Mr.  Gronna,  Mr.  Pratt, 
Mr.  Hackney,  of  Missouri,  and  some  others. 

The  Chairman.  And  it  also  tells  of  an  interview  with  Mr.  J. 
Hampton  Moore. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  this  letter  I  note  the  following: 

I  called  Mr.  Bennett's  attention  to  his  visit  at  our  office  at  170  Broadway  last  year 
to  recommend  Mr.  Ryan  to  do  political  work  tiirough  the  campaign.  I  informed  Mr. 
Bennett  of  Mr.  Ryan's  past,  which  was  extremely  bad,  for  he  had  worked  for  me  on 
numerous  occasions  and  the  last  work  he  did  for  me  in  1906,  after  we  were  through 
with  his  services,  he  offered  to  sell  the  information  he  had  gathered  to  two  different 
detectives  and  to  certain  labor  unions,  so  that  is  the  reason  we  did  not  accept  the 
Tecommendation  for  Ryan  this  last  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2334-2337  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  written 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  tells  of  mterviews  with  Messrs.  Brantley, 
Caldwell,  Ellis,  Russell,  Crawford,  and  others.     It  says: 

I  left  Mr.  Crawford's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  George  W.  Norris,  of  tlie 
fifth  Nebraska  district.  Mr.  Norris  started  into  a  long  argument  on  the  advisability 
of  a  tariff  commission,  and  quoted  from  the  hearings  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. The  interview  he  gave  me  was  quite  lengthy,  and  he  positively  stated  that 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  attend  the  convention. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  read  something  further  about  Mr. 
Crawford : 

Mr.  Crawford  stated  that  he  was  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill,  and  that  he 
would  like  very  much  to  attend  the  convention.  He  stated  that  if  the  expenses 
were  not  too  high  he  would  certainly  go.  1  told  l^m  that  1  was  not  well  enough 
posted  to  state  just  what  the  expense  would  be,  but  that  I  would  make  notes  in  a 
letter  I  ^ould  send  to  the  West,  and  perhaps  Mr.  Riesenberg  would  write  him  again 
and  give  him  the  cost  of  the  trip  to  Indianapolis  and  back. 

I  was  not  posted  well  enougn  to  tell  Mr.  Crawford  myself  whether  the  guests  of 
the  convention  would  have  their  expenses  paid,  so  for  that  reason  1  kept  quiet  and 
I  hope  at  your  very  earliest  convenience  >rou  will  let  me  know  if  the  expenses  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  going  to  the  convention  will  be  paid. 

Were  those  expenses  paid  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  letters  will  state  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  have  been  a  number  of  letters  here  speaking 
about  the  activity  of  this  organization  in  behalf  of  a  tariff  commis- 
sion. What  was  their  object  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  I  had  had  several  meetings  with  the  committee  that 
was  appointed  to  get  this  commission,  ana  I  had  had  several  meet- 
ings, as  the  letter  states,  with  Mr.  Watson  and  other  leaders  that 
came  here  to  lobby  for  that  commission,  and  all  that  I  could  ever 
get  from  any  person  was  that  it  was  a  commission  created  to  try 
to  get  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Miles  upon  it  for  our  organization, 
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and  any  other  member  that  they  couM  get  on,  to  delay  the  tariff 
instead  of  putting  the  tariff  throurfi. 

Senator  rlELSON.  Mr.  Mulhall,  1  rather  get  the  impression  from 
all  this  correspond^iee  that  they  were  in  favor  of  a  downward  revision 
of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Miles  and  a  few  others  were  in  favor  of  a  down- 
ward revision  of  the  tariff.  And  I  want  to  state,  as  you  will  see  in 
these  reports,  that  they  drove  Mr.  Miles  out  of  Washington;  this 
organization  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  that  a  good  many 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  they  appointed  in  his  place  a  Mr.  Tompkins, 
of  North  Carolina. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  already  appears. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  In  some  places  in  this  correspondence 
that  it  states,  that  a  number  of  the  manufacturers  had  withdrawn 
from  this  organization  in  consecjuence  of  that  Sjgitation. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  ouite  an  agitation  m  the  organization  at 
that  time.  The  officials  of  tne  oi^anization  did  not  want  Mr.  Miles 
in  Washington.  I  myself  protested  in  several  letters  about  Mr. 
MUes's  activities  here  on  behalf  of  a  downward  revision  of  the  tariff, 
and  they  finally  took  that  up,  and  Mr.  MUes  was  forced  out  of  Wash- 
ington and  Mr.  Tompkins,  I  beheve,  took  his  place  upon  the  com- 
mi88i<m. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2338-2339  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  here: 

I  did  not  call  on  the  Senatois  on  account  of  Senator  Beveridge  advising  me  to  wait 
until  he  had  seen  several  Members  of  the  Senate,  so  I  will  start  in  next  week  and 
see  as  many  Senators  as  it  is  nossible  for  me  to  do,  for  I  feel  that  I  have  now  pretty 
well  covered  the  leading  Members  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this : 

My  Dear  FerdinaKd:  Your  very  nice  letter  of  Jantuiry  13  was  handed  to  me  by 
Mr.  Emery's  clerk  last  evening,  but  the  telegram  you  sent  went  astray  and  I  did 
not  receive  it,  so  I  was  very  glu^  you  repeated  it  in  your  letter,  and  from  this  time 
on  I  wish  you  would  send  my  mail  to  my  home  address  while  I  am  working  in  Wash- 
ington, for  I  am  sure  to  get  it  there  every  evenine,  and  I  am  not  having  my  work 
done  at  Mr.  Emery *s  office  at  the  present  time  for  the  reason  that  I  gave  in  my  former 
letters  to  you,  on  account  of  Mr.  Emery  ha\dng  too  much  work  for  the  stenographer 
he  has  there,  which  completely  shuts  me  out. 

Up  to  this  time  had  you  been  making  your  headquarters  in  Mr. 
Emery's  office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  supposed  to  share  this  office  with  Mr.  Emery; 
but,  as  the  letter  states,  Mj.  Emery  had  so  much  work  in  his  office 
that  I  could  very  seldom  get  the  use  of  the  stenographer  there. 
And  then,  besides  that,  when  Mr.  Watson  got  into  the  campaign 
Mr.  Watson  got  all  his  letters  written  there,  which  completely  shut 
me  out. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  yesterday  afternoon  before  he  left  for  New 
York,  and  he  told  me  he  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  that  morning,  and  that 
Mr.  Watson  im|>ree8ed  upon  him  the  necessity,  if  our  people  wished  to  help  him 
obtain  the  position  he  is  seejdng,  to  get  actively  to  work  and  do  all  we  can  insMie 
of  the  next  two  weeks.  Mr.  Emery  told  him  he  would  take  off  his  coat  and  work 
as  hard  as  he  knew  how  to  land  Watson.  He  stated  he  was  going  to  New  York  yes- 
terday to  stir  up  the  New  York  office  and  get  things  to  work  there. 
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Mr.  Emery  wiehed  me  to  see  Mr.  Burke,  of  Allegheny,  Pa.,  and  other  leaders  from 
tiiat  State,  and  get  them  to  visit  Senator  Knox  in  the  behalf  of  Mr.  Watson.  I  called 
at  Mr.  Burke's  room  this  forenoon,  but  found  he  was  in  Pittsburgh. 

Is  2840-2842  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MxjLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  2340-2342.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2843  is  another  letter  from  S^wedtman,  is 
it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it. 

Your  reports  are  a  good  deal  more  favorable,  I  notice,  to-day  and  Saturday  than 
ever  before,  which  is  i^o  doubt  due  to  the  effect  of  the  Indianapolis  invitation  and 
the  Taft  facsimile  letter. 

Was  this  letter  that  was  produced  here  a  while  ago  from  Mr.  Taft 
reproduced  in  facsimile  and  sent  out? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  it  was  sent  out.  In  fact,  they  gave  it  to  me 
i»  sbow  to  all  of  the  M^nbers  of  Congress,  and  it  was  sent  to  those 
whom  they  wished  to  influence  to  attend  the  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2344-2346  a  copy  of  another  letter  which  yon 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MUI.HALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  wiU  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

I  left  Mr.  Gordon's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Nathan  W.  Hale,  of  the 
second  Tennessee  dislzict.  Mr.  Hale  also  favored  a  tariff  commission  kill,  and  stated 
that  he  would  like  to  attend  the  convention  if  he  possibly  could,  but  found  that  it 
would  be  impoesiblie  for  him  to  get  away  at  this  session  of  Ooiiffress.  Mr.  Hale  is  an 
extremely  pleasant  gentleman  to  talk  to,  and  I  think  he  would  be  a  useful  man  when 
k  comes  before  Congress. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  paragraph  also  ought  to  be  read : 

I  left  Mr.  Hughes's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  George  W.  Gordon,  of  the , 
tenth  Tennessee  district.  Mr.  Gordon  favors  a  tariff  conmussion  bill  and  seems  to  be 
a  very  liberal  Democrat.  He  talked  of  the  industries  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  other 
States,  and  stated  that  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  those  States  would  wheel 
into  line  as  favoring  protection.  He  thought  a  fair  tariff  commission  bill  would  be  a 
good  thing,  and  that  a  bill  of  that  kind  should  be  passed  in  Congress. 

SMiator  Reed.  The  next  letter  in  the  print  is  marked  2447.  That 
is  an  error.  It  should  ba  2347.  That  is  another  letter  that  yon 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes; 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(2347.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  18,  1909. 

Mt  Deab  Ferdinand:  I  called  on  Judge  Jenkins  about  9.30  a.  m.,  this  morning, 
in  relation  to  the  address  he  made  before  the  House  of  Representatives  on  Saturday 
upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  Sherman  Act.  Judge  Jenkiius  stated  that  his  speech 
was  strictly  for  the  purpose  of  striking  at  Mr.  Gompers  and  Seth  Low,  and  that  there 
was  no  danger  that  there  would  be  any  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  session 
of  Ck>ngress.  He  stated,  as  I  wrote  vou  in  my  note  of  yesterday,  that  there  was  no 
bin  before  the  House,  but  that  he  had  just  talked  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  or  in 
other  words,  he  talked  to  the  public  press,  so  Gompers  and  Low  and  others  could  take 
notice. 

My  interview  with  the  judge  this  morning  waa  extremely  pleasant,  and  I  found  him 
in  a  very  good  humor. 

After  my  visit  to  the  Office  Building  of  the  House  of  Representatives  I  was  engaged 
for  some  time  on  the  Senate  side,  which  I  will  write  you  luUy  about  later.     I  sent  in 
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my  card  to  Mr.  Wataon,  but  he  was  not  on  the  floor.  I  wanted  to  give  him  some  infor- 
mation that  Mr.  Emery  requested  me  to  do  before  he  left  on  Friday,  but  I  did  not  find 
him  and  was  told  that  they  did  not  expect  him  to  come  to  the  House  this  afternoon. 

In  the  priut  the  next  letter  is  marked  2448,  2449.  That  isr  also  an 
error.  It  should  be  2348,  2349,  which  is  the  mark  upon  the  original 
letter. 

What  is  2348,  2349  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I 
sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(2348,  2349.) 

WAsmNOTON,  D.  C,  January  19 ^  1909. 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  Your  letter  of  January  15th,  I  received  last  evening.  It 
was  forwarded  from  Mr.  Emery's  office  to  my  home  by  his  clerk,  and  Vour  letter  of 
January  16th  has  just  come  to  hand.  It  was  fonfrarded  from  Mr.  £mery'8  office  to  the 
place  where  I  get  my  work  done. 

I  have  carefully  read  over  your  letter  of  the  16th,  and  I  will  answer  it  fully  as  soon 
as  I  have  the  opporttmity  of  seeing  Mr.  'Emery  and  Mr.  Watson.  I  had  a  ahort  talk 
with  Mr.  Watson  tonday,  but  as  I  had  no  definite  information  from  St.  Louis  I  made 
my  interview  short. 

At  a  former  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Watson  I  was  given  to  understand  that  he  had 
a  foir  show  of  winning  a  Cabinet  position,  and  I  know  that  Mr.  Emery  had  an  extended 
interview  with  him  on  last  Friday  and  after  that  interview  Mi.  Emery  seemed  to  be 
very  enthusiastic  in' Mr.  Watson's  behalf,  for  he  stated  that  he  was  going  over  to  New 
York  and  get  that  office  thoroughly  started  and  to  see  what  he  could  do  in  Philadelphia 
and  other  cities,  and  he  instructed  me  to  see  Congressman  Burke  and  other  Memoers 
of  the  House  here,  and  get  them  going  in  Watson's  behalf.  Mr.  Burke  has  been  out 
of  the  city  since  last  Friday,  so  I  have  not  seen  him,  but  I  will  see  Watson  earty 
to-morrow  morning  and  try  to  ^t  as  much  information  as  I  possibly  can  regarding  hia 
chances  for  a  place  in  the  Cabmet. 

Of  course  I  Know  Mr.  Van  Cleave  must  be  getting  many  letters  concerning  Mr.  Wat- 
son's chance,  if  some  of  his  Indiana  friends  are  aware  that  he  is  seeking  the  place,  for 
I  gathered  enough  information  last  fall  to  know  that  part  of  the  Indiana  political 
machine  is  against  Watson. 

No.  2350  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuxJEALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird;  the  general  manager  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2351-2353  a  copy  of  another  letter  sent  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  that  seems  to  be  another  history 
of  interviews.     Has  anybody  had  time  to  read  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  I  have  gone  over  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2354  a  telegram  that  you  received  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows: 

(2354.) 

[Telegram.] 

Received  at  (Continental  Trust  Building. 

»St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Jan.  20/09. 

M.  M.  MULHALI., 

624  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md,: 

Have  you  received  letter  about  Watson?  Was  mailed  Saturday,  care  Emery's 
office. 

F.  C.  SOHWEDTMAN. 
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Is  2355;  2356  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2367-2359  a  copy  of  another  letter  that  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  can  shorten  matters  a  little  here  by 
asking  a  general  question.  There  are  a  ^eat  many  letters  here  that 
are  addressed  to  Dear  Ferdinand/'  which  are  carbon  copies.  Are 
those,  in  all  instances  where  they  read  "Dear  Ferdinand,  copies  of 
letters  which  you  addressed  and  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  save  askuig  some  questions. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  say  that  I  have  here  a  complete  list  of  all  re- 
ported trouble  that  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman.  Mr. 
Schwedtman  kept  an  account  of  mjr  daily  reports  of  those  favorable 
and  unfavorable  to  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  keep  that.     I  will  want  that  later. 

No.  2360  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand''  letter.  I  call  attention  to 
the  f oDowing  portion  of  that  letter : 

I  have  gi\en  your  letter  of  the  16th  a  great  deal  of  study,  and  I  want  to  see  Mr. 
Emery  and  follow  your  instructions  in  relation  to  your  letter  before  I  have  any  lengthy 
interview  with  Mr.  Watson.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  met  Mr.  Reisenbei)ry  ester- 
day  at  the  Capitol  and  has  seen  him  frequently  s^nce  then.  He  states  that  Mr.  Riesen- 
be^  is  giving  invitations  promiscuously  to  everyone,  and  he  wound  up  by  stating  that 
he  knew  that  Mr.  Riesenoeig  was  very  much  in  favor  of  Senator  Bevendge;  tmtt  he 
was  a  great  Bevendge  man  and  was  workini^  to  make  this  convention  a  Beveridge 
meeting  if  he  possibly  could. 

No.  2361  is  another  letter  by  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

You  have  no  doubt  had  time  to  discuss  the  Watson  matter  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  anu 
Mr.  Emery  before  now.  Set  your  mind  at  rest  on  one  point,  though,  not  a  solitary 
advice  has  been  received  regarding  the  Watson  situation  from  Indiana.  The  confi- 
dential information  has  come  from  quarters  which  are  neutral,  if  not  favorable,  to 
Watson. 

No.  2362-2364  is  another  '' Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  If  there  is  not 
anything  in  that  letter  which  any  member  of  the  committee  desires 
to  read,  1  will  pass  on. 

No.  2365-2367  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 

No.  2368  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  sent  by  him,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MtTLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Written  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  letter.  Senator  Walsh,  that 
you  care  to  read  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2369  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2370,  2371,  addressed  to  Capt.  John  (jowdy,  a 
letter  that  you  wrote  to  Capt.  (lowdy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Capt. 
John  Gowdy  in  relation  to  Mr.  Watson  going  into  the  Cabinet. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  extract  from  that  letter : 

After  the  campaign  closed  last  year  the  leaders  of  the  industrial  organizations  who 
helped  out  in  Indiana  wrote  several  letters  to  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  asking  him  to 
meet  them  in  St.  Louis  for  the  purpose  of  advising  with  him  about  accepting  their 
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aid  to  secure  a  place  in  Mr.  Tali'6  Cabinet  for  him.  Mr.  Watson  was  busily  engaged 
at  that  time  upon  a  law  case  and  could  not  so  West,  as  those  gentlemen  requested, 
so  this  movement  did  not  get  under  way  until  a  short  time  ago,  and  imtil  there  were 
many  letters  written  to  the  leaders  in  ihe  East,  and  as  those  gentlemen  were  all  anx- 
ious to  help  your  favored  boy,  they  have  now  rightly  got  to  work  to  see  if  it  is  sot 
possible  to  secure  the  office  of  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  for  Indiana's  dia- 
tii^ished  son. 

The  industrial  organizations  have  now  rishtly  got  fo  work,  and  I  am  writing  now 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Sherman,  Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Loudenriager,  Mr.  Cann<A,  and  o^er 
leaders  to  get  the  feroes  in  badiana  dioroughly  aiovsed. 

Is  2372,  2373  a  eopy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Frederick  Sims, 
secretary  of  state  of  Indiana  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  runs  along  in  about  the  same  way, 
booming  Mr.  Watson. 

No.  2374,  2375  is  a  duplicate  of  2372,  2373. 

No.  2376  is  another  '*I)ear  Ferdinand"  letter.  Is  there  anything 
of  importance  in  that,  Senator  Walsh  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2377-2378  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Capt.  Gowdy  ? 

Mx.  MtTLHALL  (after  «xaiiHnation).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  re^  only  this  portion  of  it: 

(2377-2378.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  22,  1909. 
OaptainJoHN  Gowdy, 

Ex-Consul  General  to  France,  Rtishville,  Indiana. 

My  Dear  Old  Captain:  Thei«  has  an  opportunity  arisen  for  me  to  again  impose 
my  presence  upon  the  distinguished  citizen  of  Indiana,  and  I  am  sending  this  letter, 
feeling  that  it  will  be  appreciated,  for  it  is  in  behalf  of  one  whom  I  know  you  love  as 
you  love  your  own  son. 

Then  the  letter  goes  on  about  Mr.  Watson.  My  clerk  tells  me  that 
this  letter  is  a  duplicate  of  2370-2371.  That  is  true.  2377-2378  is 
a  duplicate  of  2370-2371,  and  should  be  stricken  out. 

No.  2379-2380  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."     I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  it: 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  at  the  New  Wlllard  Hotel,  and  he  told 
me  of  the  interview  he  had  with  Mr.  Sherman  last  evening.  He  stated  that  Mr. 
Sherman,  of  his  own  volition,  told  him  that  he  felt  autre  them  was  a  goixi  chance  of  his 
securing  the  appointment  of  Secretary  of  Ckmiraerce  and  Labor. 

Is  No.  2381  a  copy  of  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  yourself? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  only  this  sentence  from  that  letter  : 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  by  far  the  most  j^atisfactory  communication  m  far  received 
on  the  Watson  matter. 

No.  2382  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinai\d"  letter.  Is  there  anything 
of  importance  in  that,  Senator  Walsh  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  important  as  showing  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
himself  came  forward  to  look  after  the  Watson  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  It  does  show  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  23S3  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  George  S.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MtTLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  this  letter : 

I  am  vritm^  this  letter  for  the  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  a  gentleman  I 
mpt  hejre  by  tne  name  of  F!  W.  Chuds.  who  is  the  vice  president  of  the  Aihulot  Paper 
Company^  pf  Hinsdale,  N.  H.  Mr.  Cnilds  told  me  that  their  firm  is  thinking  about 
becoming  ^  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  he  would  like 
tp  l^\Q  you  write  him,  in  care  of  Mr.  Kittredge  Haskins,  M.'  C.^  Committee  on  War 
Cl^ipas,  House  of  Representatives^  and  give  |iim  all  the  information  you  can  concem- 
iM  the  workings  of  our  organization.  I  feel  that  he  is  anxious  to  get  hold"  of  a  copy 
of^Jhe  constitution.  Mr.  Childa  is  a  brother-in-law  of  Congressman  Haskins,  and 
a(^me4  very  grateful  for  the  work  we  did  for  Mr.  Haskins  last  year  and  wants  to  be- 
come a  member  of  our  association. 

Is  2384,  2385  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Re^d.  I  will  irea^  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson,  Senator  Knox,  Speaker  Can- 
non, and  other  leaders  here  Saturday  aftenxooz^,  find  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  me  plainly 
to  understand  that  all  those  interviews' were  extremely  agreeable. 

I  saw  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr.  James  F.  Burke,  as  you  directed  last  week.  Mr.  Burke 
W  extremely  honest  with  me  and  told  me  that  he  was  sure  there  was  no  selection 
a^  yet  made  for  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  in  Mr.  Taft's  Cabinet,  and  that 
he  was  strongly  in  favor  of  Mr.  Watson.    Mr.  Sherman  told  me  himself. 

No.  2386,  2387  is  what  ? 

^r.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  ia  from  Consul  General 
John  K.  Gowdy. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  following  pars^raph  is  of  interest: 

Colonel,  I  hope  that  you  will  consider  that  I  am  in  no  way  opposed  to  doing  anything 
I  can  do  or  anything  I  could  do  for  Mr.  Watson.  All  that  we  differ  in  is  the  manner 
of  doing  it.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Taft  is  a  gentleman  who  would  like  to  be  consulted 
with  reference  to  such  matters,  and  if  a  few  personal  and  political  friends  would  touch 
him  on  such  points  that  they  would  be  most  pleasantly  received. 
'  Colonel,  there  are  no  doubt  several  Indiana  Republicans  who  would  be  willing  to 
saoifice  four  or  eight  years  in  the  Cabinet  with  Mr.  Taft.  Knowing  this  to  be  true: 
causes  me  to  say  what  I  have  said  to  you  with  reference  to  how  the  mends  of  Watson 
should  present  his  name  for  consideration  in  connection  with  a  Cabinet  position.  I 
know  that  I  need  not  further  discuss  this  matter  with  you  except  to  say  tnat  there  is 
ndthinp;  too  good  for  James  E.  Watson  in  the  gift  of  the  Republican  Party  or  the 
administration  of  the  Hon.  William  H.  Taft. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2388  a  letter  from  D.  M.  Parry? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says  this: 

I  would  personally  feel  just  as  safe  with  Mr.  Watson  in  that  job  as  for  Van  Cleave  or 
myself  to  have  the  chair. 

No.  2389-2390  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  ''Dear 
Ferdinand. ' '     [Reading :] 

Mr.  Watson  is  getting  more  active  than  ever,  apparently,  in  his  canvass.  He  stated 
that  he  had  engagements  with  Mr.  Sherman,  Mr.  Burke,  and  other  leaders  at  the  Capitol 
this  a.  m.,  and  that  he  would  be  extremely  pleased  after  those  interviews  to  meet  me, 
as  he  wanted  to  keep  me  posted  with  the  entire  situation.  I  know  by  the  way  he  talks 
that  he  feels  verv  confident  that  our  people  will  give  him  the  aid  he  desires,  for  he 
thinks  that  Mr.  Miles  would  have  no  possible  chance  of  getting  appointed  into  Mr. 
Taft's  Cabinet,  so  for  that  reason  he  is  hoping  that  our  people  will  earnestly  get  behind 
him  and  do  all  they  can  to  help  win  out. 

What  Mr.  Miles  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  Mr.  Miles,  the  gentleman  who  has  been  all 
through  these  letters,  had  ambitions  that  way  himself,  and  he  had 
early  pledged  Mr.  Van  Cleave  on  that  matter,  and  Mp.  Van  Cleave 
was  slow  in  breaking  away  from  Miles  in  favor  of  anybody  else. 
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that  we  will  take  our  bearings,  and  if  the  association  can  be  got  after  Congress  in 
behalf  of  a  tariff  commission  proposition  I  am  sure  the  effort  will  oe  found  very  profit^ 
able  and  no  one  could  be  more  helpful  than  yourself. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  H.  E.  Miles  ? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  H.  E.  Miles  is  connected  with  the  Racine-Satterlee 
Co.,  of  Wisconsin,  and  he  was  president  of  what  they  called  the  tariff 
commission.  At  the  tariff  convention  held  in  1909,  February  17, 
18,  and  19,  they  created  a  conMnittee  of  100 — the  National  Associar 
tion  of  Manufacturers  did — to  come  down  here  and  get  through  a 
tariff  commission,  and  Miles  was  made  the  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee of  100. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  not  a  Government  conmiission? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  it  was  not.  He  tried  to  be  one  of  a  Grovern- 
ment  commission.    That  was  his  sole  object. 

The  Chaibman.  Is  there  anything  in  these  papers  to  show  who 
the  members  of  that  commission  were  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  the  entire  thing  is  all  in  the  headings. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  2276  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Haines,  the  present  governor  of  Maine.  It  is  finished  on  the  back, 
if  you  will  notice. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  say,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  had  not  an  op- 
portunity to  look  at  these  origmal  letters,  and  if  any  letters  are 
offered  with  pencil  memoranda  on  them,  such  as  we  nad  in  some 
cases  this  mori\ing,  I  wish  them  to  be  passed  to  me  so  I  that  may  look 
at  them.  Sitting  at  this  end  of  the  table,  I  have  not  had  a  chance  to 
examine  them. 

The  Chairman.  All  right;  we  will  have  that  done. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  there  are  any  pencil  memoranda  on  them. 

Senator  Reed.  I  might  sav.  Senator  Nelson,  that  I  have  never 
before  seen  one  of  them  myself.     I  will  hand  them  over  to  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  Let  me  say  that  there  appear  to  be  very  few  of 
these  on  which  there  does  not  appear  some  pencil  memorandum. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  the  pencil  memorandum  is  not  printed,  it  does 
not  make  any  difference. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  a  letter  dated  at  Indianapolis,  Ind., 

1908,  addressed  ''Mr. ,"  and  signed  ''C.  C.  Hanch,  Nor- 

dyke  &  Marmon  Co.,*'  and  ask  you  what  that  is? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  a  circmar  letter  sent 
out  by  Mr.  Hanch  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Workingmen's  Protective 
Association  of  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  at  the  top  this,  written  in  pen: 

Copy  of  letter  sent  to  manufacturers  who  have  not  attended  meetings. 

Is  that  a  memorandum  you  made,  or  is  that  a  memorandum  that 
was  made  by  the  printer  ?. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  a  memorandum  that  was  made  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  the  clerk  of  the  office  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  note,  then,  that  was  on  this  when  you 
got  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  at  the  bottom: 

Written  in  1908,  but  not  dated  as  to  month,  etc. 

That  is  written  in  pencil.     Did  you  make  that  memorandum? 
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Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part  as  foUows: 

I  am  more  than  pleased  to  know  that  you  have  in  mind  a  movement  of  this  sort  and 
X  .-^     that  it  ia  lamichea  on  such  an  excellent  foundation.    I  am  equally  as  solicitous  aa 
vouiBelf  about  Mr.  Watson,  and  anything  that  can  be  done  for  him  vnll  meet  with  my 
best  cooperation. 

No.  2394-2396  is  what? 

Mr.  MuT.HALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  another  Schwedt- 
man  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  that: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Watson  I  left  the  New  Willard  Hotel  and  went  to  the  Office 
Building  of  the  House  of  K^presentatives  and  found  Mr.  J.  Adam  Bede,  of  the  8th 
Minnesota  diBtrict,  in  his  office.  I  had  an  extremely  agreeable  interview  with  Mr. 
Bede,  and  he  and  I  eot  into  a  long  talk  about  certain  parties  I  met  in  Duluth  last  year, 
and  he  went  over  me  incidents  of  the  campaign  and  the  causes  of  his  defeat  in  the 
primaries  in  that  district.  He  stated  that  the  defeat  of  Judge  Jenkins,  of  the  11th 
Wisconsin  district,  which  joins  his,  in  a  kurge' measure  started  the  ball  rolling  against 
him  and  helped  to  beat  him  in  the  primaries  in  1908. 

Mr.  Bode  gave  me  to  understand  that  he  is  already  working  hard  in  his  district  to  be 
returned  to  Congress  again  next  year  and  he  is  very  anxious  for  any  aid  that  we  might 
be  able  to  give  him. 

•  Senator  Reed.  The  rest  is  about  a  tariff  commission,  etc. 

No.  2397  I  have  not  here  in  the  file.  It  has  been  withdrawn 
because  it  is  incomplete,  and  an  effort  is  being  made  to  collect  the 
missing  part.  If  it  is  obtained  it  will  be  produced;  and  if  it  is  not 
obtainea,  the  letter  is  in  the  record. 

No.  2398,  2399  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  to  "Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  likely  to  ^ive  rise  to  confusion.  Senator. 
It  is  another  letter  written  by  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  In  all  instances  where  I  have  used  that  expression 
I  mean  that  the  letter  is  written  by  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman.  I 
think,'  however,  that  is  covered  by  my  statement  prior  to  adopting 
this  method. 

No.  2398,  2399  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

At  12.30  p.  m.  to-day  I  called  at  the  Speaker's  room  and  met  there  Mr.  James  E. 
Watson.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  met  Mr.  Emery  last  evening  and  had  a  very 
long  and  pleasine  interview  with  him,  and  seemed  to  be  very  enthusiastic  over  the 
information  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  him. 

lAi.  Watson  intomed  me  that  Mr.  Biurke  and  Mr.  Sherman  were  to  see  Mr.  Knox 
this  afternoon,  to  see  if  it  was  not  popsible  to  get  a  line  upon  the  make-up  of  the  Cabinet 
to  date  and  wnat  positions  were  filled. 

I  do  not  see  anything  special  about  that  that  is  not  already  cov- 
ered. 

No.  2400-2403  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  to  "Dear 
Ferdinand."     There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Is  No.  2404  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  George  S.  Boudinot ! 

Mr.  Min:4HALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  of  no  importance. 

Is  2406,  2406  a  letter  you  s;ot  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part  as  foUows: 

Regarding  poll  of  Congress  you  can  use  your  own  judgment.  There  is  no  harm  in 
following  this^  up  and  ^tting  every  Congressman  on  recOTd.  On  the  other  hand,  Mi. 
Riesenberg  did  not  thmk  it  absolutely  necessary  to  continue  the  poU.  You  state  in 
s  former  letter  that  it  gave  you  the  opportunity  to  talk  with  Congressmen  on  other 
matteiB.  If  this  is  the  case  use  all  your  free  time  in  following  up  the  poU  until  we 
have  every  Congressman  and  every  Senator  on  record. 
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some  other  letter.  It  is  withdrawn  from  the  files,  I  think  to  be  pieced 
together.     I  think  you  have  that  right,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  long  letter  shows  that  Van  Cleave  is  of  the 
opinion  that  there  is  no  show  for  Watson  for  a  Cabinet  position. 
No.  2321  follows  this,  as  page  2. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  2322,  although  it  is  not  numbered 
in  the  print. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  a  separate  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  It  is  printed  in  the  record,  and  there  was  a 
number  stamped  on  the  exhibit,  but  it  was  so  faint  that  I  think  the 
printer  could  not  read  it.  That  is  what  I  think  it  is.  I  will  mark  it 
now  No.  2322.    It  reads  as  follows: 

(2322.) 

National  Association  of  MANUPAcruRBRfi, 

Nftr  York,  January  14, 1909. 

CoL  M.   M.   MULHALL, 

624  Oak  Avenue^  Waverly^  Balto.y  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  Enclosed  please  find  check  for  $125,  salary  for  first  half  of  January; 
also  check  for  1141.85,  the  amount  of  expense  account,  of  which  copy  is  enclosed. 
You  made  your  total  $145.85.  The  error  is  due  to  mistake  in  addition  of  $2  in  the 
account  rendered  December  13,  and  another  mistake  of  the  same  amount  in  the  present 
account.    You  will  find  our  additions  are  correct. 

Yours,  verv  trulv,  Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 

GSB-MMS. 

No.  2323  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  i 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  paragraph  in  it  which  says: 

I  am  afraid  that  our  friend  Wataon  is  asking  us  to  play  a  ^r^ter  part  in  his  program 
than  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Ftarry,  or  Bir.  Kirby  will  be  willing  to  assume,  but  thia 
bridee  we  will  not  cross  until  we  come  to  it,  and  I  will  be  able  to  speak  more  intelli- 
gently after  1  have  Mr.  Van  Gleave's  instructions. 

No.  2324-2328  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  to  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after*  examination) .  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  following  is  of  interest: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Rowland's  office  I  went  to  the  office  of  Senator  Nelson  W.  Aldrich 
and  had  quite  an  extended  interview  with  the  Senator's  secretary,  Mr.  Shelton.  In 
about  twenty  minutes  Senator  Aldrich  came  in,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  the  con- 
vention in  Indianapolis.  Senator  Aldrich  stated  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  get 
away  to  attend  the  convention,  and  it  was  apparent  he  did  not  wish  to  be  drawn  out 
any  further.  He  told  me  he  had  started  to  organize  in  his  State  for  his  return  to  the 
Senate.  This  he  claimed  to  be  strictly  confidential.  He  said  that  he  hoped  that  in 
our  own  way  we  would  do  organization  work  for  him,  as  we  did  five  years  ago.  The 
Senator  was  extremely  pleasant  and  talked  very  pleasantly  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

I  left  Senator  Aldrich  s  room  about  I  p.  m.  and  nad  a  very  pleasing  interview  again 
with  Senator  Beveridge.  Senator  Beveridge  wishes  me  to  keep  him  posted  in  relation 
to  what  we  are  doine  to  make  the  convention  a  success.  From  the  way  Senator 
Beveridge  talked  Mr.  van  Cleave  must  certainly  be  an  angel,  for  he  said  he  lust  loved 
that  man,  and  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  certainly  was  a  peach.  I  know  our  chiet  will  take 
this  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Beveridge  and  the  compliments  he  paid  him  for  political 
compliments,  for  Mr.  Beveridge  at  the  present  time  is  extremely  anxious  to  please, 
for  he  knows  that  he  has  got  the  fight  of  nis  life  on  his  own  hands  for  his  return  to  the 
Senate  next  year. 

My  position  here  at  the  present  time  in  relation  to  Mr.  Hemenway,  Mr.  Watson,  and 
Mr.  Beveridge  requires  a  good  deal  of  diplomacy,  for  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Hemenway 
do  not  hesitate  to  state  clearly  their  feelings  relating  to  their  colleagues,  and  both 
these  gentlemen  wish  me  to  keep  them  posted  on  what  the  others  are  doing.  This  I 
certainly  can  not  afford  to  do,  so  for  that  reason  I  am  using  the  best  diplomatic  talent 
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that  I  hsve  between  the  leaden  of  the  ludiana  factions  at  the  present  time.  Of  course, 
I  see  Senator  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Watson  every  day,  for  I  am  aiding  Mr.  Emery  in 
every  shape  and  fonn  that  I  can  to  get  the  committee  appointments  in  the  next  Con- 
gress that  we  are  seeldng. 

I  had  a  Ions  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  this  afternoon  before  I  started  to  attend  to 
my  mail,  and  he  has  a  meetinjg  With  Mr.  Watson  this  evening  at  6.30  p.  m.,  at  the 
hotel,  which  I  know  he  will  write  you  about  early  to-morrow  morning;  so  closing,  with 
very  best  wishes  to  yourself  and  the  chief,  I  am. 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2329-2332  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yea;  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reports  on  the  views  of  Mr.  Gronna,  Mr.  Pratt, 
Mr.  Hackney,  of  Missouri,  and  some  others. 

The  Chaibman.  And  it  also  tells  of  an  interview  with  Mr.  J. 
Hampton  Moore. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  this  letter  I  note  the  following : 

I  called  Mr.  Bennett's  attention  to  his  visit  at  our  office  at  170  Broadway  last  year 
to  recommend  Mr.  Ryan  to  do  political  work  through  the  campaign.  1  informed  ^ir. 
Bennett  of  Mr.  Ryan's  past,  which  was  extremely  had,  for  he  had  worked  for  me  on 
numerous  occasions  and  the  last  work  he  did  for  me  in  1906,  after  we  were  through 
with  his  services,  he  offered  to  sell  the  information  he  had  gathered  to  two  different 
detectives  and  to  certain  labor  unions,  so  that  is  the  reason  we  did  not  accept  the 
recomjnendation  for  Ryan  this  last  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2334-2337  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  written 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  It  tells  of  mterviews  with  Messrs.  Brantley, 
Caldwell,  Ellis,  Russell,  Crawford,  and  others.     It  says: 

I  left  Mr.  Crawford's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  George  \V.  Norris,  of  tlie 
fifth  Nebraska  district.  Mr.  Norris  started  into  a  long  argument  on  the  advisability 
of  a  tariff  commission,  and  quoted  from  the  hearings  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
piittee.  The  interview  he  gave  me  was  quite  lengthy,  and  he  positively  stated  that 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  attend  the  convention. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  read  something  further  about  Mr. 
Crawford: 

Mr.  Crawford  stated  that  he  was  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill,  and  that  he 
would  like  veiy  much  to  attend  the  convention.  He  stated  that  if  the  expenses 
were  not  too  hi^  he  would  certainly  go.  I  told  })\m  that  I  was  not  well  enough 
posted  to  state  just  what  the  expense  would  be,  but  that  I  would  make  notes  in  a 
letter  I  should  send  to  the  West,  and  perhaps  Mr.  Riesenberg  would  write  him  again 
and  give  him  the  cost  of  tiie  trip  to  Indianapolis  and  back. 

I  was  not  posted  well  enougn  to  tell  Mr.  Crawford  myself  whether  the  guests  of 
the  convention  would  have  their  expenses  paid,  so  for  that  reason  I  kept  quiet  and 
I  hope  at  your  very  earliest  convenience  >rou  will  let  me  know  if  the  expenses  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  going  to  the  convention  will  be  paid. 

Were  those  expenses  paid  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  letters  will  state  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  have  been  a  number  of  letters  here  speaking 
about  the  activity  of  this  organization  in  behalf  of  a  tariff  commis- 
sion. What  was  their  object  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  ap- 
pointed ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  had  had  several  meetings  with  the  committee  that 
was  appointed  to  get  this  commission,  ana  I  had  had  several  meet- 
ings, as  the  letter  states,  with  Mr.  Watson  and  other  leaders  that 
came  here  to  lobby  for  that  comnussion,  and  all  that  I  could  ever 
get  from  any  person  was  that  it  was  a  commission  created  to  try 
to  get  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Miles  upon  it  for  our  organization, 
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and  any  other  member  that  they  could  get  on,  to  dday  the  tariff 
instead  of  putting  the  tariff  through. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  1  rather  get  the  impression  from 
all  this  correspond^ice  that  they  were  in  favor  of  a  downward  revision 
of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Miles  and  a  few  others  were  in  favor  of  a  down- 
ward revision  of  the  tariff.  And  I  want  to  state,  as  you  will  see  in 
these  reports,  that  they  drove  Mr.  Miles  out  of  Washington;  this 
organization  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  that  a  good  many 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  And  they  appointed  in  his  place  a  Mr.  Tompkins, 
of  North  Carolina. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  already  appears. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  In  some  places  in  this  correspondence 
that  it  states,  that  a  number  of  the  manufacturers  had  withdrawn 
from  this  organization  in  conse(}uence  of  that  aj^tation. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  was  auite  an  agitation  m  the  organization  at 
that  time.  The  offidals  of  tne  organization  did  not  want  Mr.  Miles 
in  Washington.  I  myself  protested  in  several  letters  about  Mr. 
Miles's  activities  here  on  behalf  of  a  downward  revision  of  the  tariff, 
and  they  finally  took  that  up,  and  Mr.  Miles  was  forced  out  of  Wash- 
ington and  Mr.  Tompkins,  i  believe,  took  his  place  upon  the  com- 
mission. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2338-2339  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  here: 

I  did  not  call  on  the  Senators  on  account  of  Senator  Beveridge  advising  me  to  wait 
until  he  had  seen  several  Members  of  the  Senate,  so  I  will  start  in  next  week  and 
see  as  many  Senators  as  it  is  possible  for  me  to  do,  for  I  feel  that  I  have  now  pretty 
well  covered  the  leading  Menibers  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this : 

Mt  Dear  Ferdinand:  Your  very  nice  letter  of  January  13  was  handed  to  me  by 
Mr.  Emery's  clerk  last  evening,  but  the  telegram  you  sent  went  astray  and  I  did 
not  receive  it,  so  I  was  very  gUiS  you  repeated  it  in  your  letter,  and  from  this  time 
on  I  wish  you  would  send  my  mail  to  my  home  address  while  I  am  working  in  Wash- 
ington, for  I  am  sure  to  get  it  there  every  evening,  and  I  am  not  having  my  work 
done  at  Mr.  Emery's  office  at  the  present  time  for  the  reason  that  I  gave  in  my  former 
letters  to  you,  on  account  of  Mr.  Emery  having  too  much  work  for  the  stenographer 
he  has  there,  which  completely  shuts  me  out. 

Up  to  this  time  had  you  been  making  your  headquarters  in  Mr. 
Emery's  office  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  supposed  to  share  this  office  with  Mr.  Emery; 
but,  as  the  letter  states,  Mr.  Emery  had  so  much  work  in  his  offiice 
that  I  could  very  seldom  get  the  use  of  the  stenographer  there. 
And  then,  besides  that,  when  Mr.  Watson  got  into  the  campaign 
Mr.  Watson  got  all  his  letters  written  there,  which  completely  shut 
me  out. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  yesterday  afternoon  before  he  left  for  New 
York,  and  he  told  me  he  had  an  interview  with  Xlr.  Watson  that  morning,  and  that 
Mr.  Watson  im][)ressed  upon  him  the  necessity,  if  our  people  wished  to  help  him 
obtain  the  position  he  is  see)dng,  to  get  ac*tively  to  work  and  do  all  we  can  vm4» 
of  the  next  two  weeks.  Mr.  Emer>'-  told  him  he  would  take  off  his  coat  and  work 
as  hard  as  he  knew  how  to  land  Watson.  He  stated  he  was  soing  to  Xew  York  yes- 
terday to  stir  up  the  New  York  office  and  get  thingd  to  work  there. 
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Mr.  Emery  wished  me  to  see  Mr.  Burke,  of  Allegheny,  Pa.,  and  other  leaden  from 
tliat  State,  and  get  them  to  visit  Senator  Knox  in  uie  behalf  of  Mr.  Watson.  I  called 
at  Mr.  Burke's  room  this  forenoon,  but  found  he  was  in  Pittsburgh. 

Is  2340-2342  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Sehwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  2340-2342.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2843  is  another  letter  from  Sehwedtman,  is 
it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it. 

Your  reports  are  a  good  deal  more  favorable,  I  notice,  to-day  and  Saturday  than 
ever  before,  which  is  no  doubt  due  to  the  effect  of  the  Indianapolis  invitation  and 
the  Talt  facedmDe  letter. 

Was  this  letter  that  was  produced  here  a  while  ago  from  Mr.  Taft 
reproduced  in  f acsimfle  and  sent  out? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  it  was  sent  out.  In  fact,  they  gave  it  to  me 
ttt  show  to  all  of  the  Members  of  Congress,  and  it  was  sent  to  those 
whom  they  wished  to  influence  to  attend  tne  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2344-2346  a  copy  of  another  letter  which  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Sehwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MUI.HALL  (after  exaniinati(m).  Yes. 

The  CBAntMAN.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

I  left  Mr.  Gordon's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Nathan  W.  Hale,  of  the 
seeond  Tennessee  diadtict.  Mr.  Hale  also  favored  a  tariff  oommissum  bill,  and  stated 
thai  he  would  like  to  attend  the  convention  if  he  possibly  coiild,  but  found  that  it 
wottld  be  impooible  for  him  to  ^t  away  at  this  session  of  Ooneress.  Mr.  Hale  is  an 
eztremelv  pleasant  gentleman  to  talk  to,  and  I  think  he  would  oe  a  useful  man  when 
it  comes  Wore  Congress. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  paragraph  also  ought  to  be  read : 

I  left  Mi.  Hughes^s  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  George  W.  Gordon,  of  the « 
tenth  Tennessee  district.  Mr.  Gordon  favors  a  tariff  commission  bill  and  seems  to  be 
a  very  liberal  Democrat.  He  talked  of  the  industries  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  other 
States,  and  stated  that  the  tune  was  not  far  distant  when  those  States  wotild  wheel 
iato  line  as  fiavoring  protection.  He  thought  a  fair  tariff  commission  bill  would  be  a 
good  thing,  and  that  a  bill  of  that  kind  should  be  passed  in  Congress. 

Senator  Rbed.  The  next  letter  in  the  print  is  marked  2447.  That 
is  an  error.  It  should  bs  2347.  That  is  another  letter  that  ymi 
wrote  to  Mr.  Sehwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes; 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(2347.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  18 j  1909. 

Mt  Dbab  Ferdinand:  I  called  on  Judge  Jenkins  about  9.30  a.  m.,  this  morning, 
in  relation  to  the  address  he  made  before  tiie  House  of  Representatives  on  Satordav 
upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  Sherman  Act.  Judge  Jensins  stated  that  his  speecn 
was  strictly  for  the  purpose  of  striking  at  Mr.  Gompers  and  Seth  Low,  and  that  there 
was  no  danger  that  there  would  be  any  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  session 
of  Congreas.  He  stated,  as  I  wrote  you  in  my  note  of  yesterday,  that  there  was  no 
bill  before  the  House,  but  that  he  had  just  talked  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  or  in 
other  worde,  he  talked  to  the  public  press,  so  Gompers  and  Low  and  others  could  take 
notice. 

My  interview  with  the  judge  this  morning  waa  extremely  pleasMit,  and  I  found  him 
in  a  very  good  humor. 

After  my  visit  to  the  Office  Building  of  the  House  of  Representatives  I  was  engaged 
for  some  time  on  the  Senate  side,  which  I  will  write  you  fully  about  later.     I  sent  in 
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my  card  to  Mr.  Wataon,  but  he  was  not  on  the  floor.  I  wanted  to  give  him  some  infor- 
mation that  Mr.  Emery  requested  me  to  do  before  he  left  on  Friday,  but  I  did  not  fiad 
him  and  was  told  that  they  did  not  expect  him  to  come  to  the  House  this  aftemooa. 

In  the  prixit  the  next  letter  is  marked  2448,  2449.  That  i»  also  an 
error.  It  should  be  2348,  2349,  which  is  the  mark  upon  the  original 
letter. 

What  is  2348,  2349  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I 
sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(2348,  2349.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  19,  1909. 

Mt  Dear  Ferdinand:  Your  letter  of  January  15th,  I  received  lajst  evening.  It 
was  forwarded  from  Mr.  Emenr's  office  to  my  home  by  his  clerk,  and  Vour  letter  of 
January  16th  has  just  come  to  hand.  It  was  forwarded  from  Mr.  Query's  office  to  the 
place  where  I  get  my  work  done. 

I  have  carefully  read  over  your  letter  of  the  16th,  and  I  will  answer  it  fully  as  soon 
as  I  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Watson.  I  had  a  uiort  talk 
with  Mr.  Watson  to-day,  but  as  I  had  no  definite  information  from  St.  Louis  I  made 
my  interview  short. 

At  a  former  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Watson  I  was  given  to  understand  that  he  had 
a  fair  show  of  winning  a  Cabinet  position,  and  I  know  tnat  Mr.  Emery  had  an  extended 
interview  with  him  on  last  Friday  and  after  that  interview  Mr.  Emery  seemed  to  be 
very  enthusiastic  in' Mr.  Watson's  behalf,  for  he  stated  that  he  was  going  over  to  New 
York  and  get  that  office  thoroughly  start^  and  to  see  what  he  could  do  in  PhiladelBhia 
and  other  cities,  and  he  instructed  me  to  see  Congressman  Burke  and  other  Memoers 
of  the  House  here,  and  get  them  going  in  Wat9on"s  behalf.  Mr.  Burke  has  been  out 
of  the  city  since  last  Friday,  so  I  have  not  seen  him,  but  I  will  see  Watson  early 
to-morrow  morning  and  try  to  ^t  as  much  information  as  I  possibly  can  regarding  his 
chances  for  a  place  in  the  Cabmet. 

Of  course  I  Know  Mr.  Van  Cleave  must  be  getting  many  letters  concerning  Mr.  Wat- 
son's chance,  if  some  of  his  Indiana  friends  are  aware  that  he  is  seeking  the  place,  for 
I  gathered  enough  information  last  fall  to  know  that  part  of  the  Indiana  political 
machine  is  against  Watson. 

No.  2350  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  the  general  manager  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2351-2353  a  copy  of  another  letter  sent  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuiHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  that  seems  to  be  another  history 
of  interviews.     Has  anybody  had  time  to  read  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  I  have  gone  over  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2354  a  telegram  that  you  received  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows: 

(2354.) 

[Telegram.] 

Received  at  Continental  Trust  Building. 

St.  I^uis,  Mo„  Jan,  t0j09, 

M.  M.  MuLHALL, 

6H  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly^  Baltimore,  Md.: 

Have  you  received  letter  about  Wataon?  Was  mailed  Saturday,  care  Emery's 
office. 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 
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Is  2355,  2356  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2357-2359  a  copy  of  another  letter  that  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  can  shorten  matters  a  little  here  by 
asking  a  general  question.  There  are  a  ^eat  many  letters  here  that 
are  addressed  to  *'Dear  Ferdinand,"  which  are  carbon  copies.  Are 
those,  in  all  instances  where  they  read  "Dear  Ferdinand,  copies  of 
letters  which  you  addressed  and  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  save  asking  some  questions. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  say  that  I  have  here  a  complete  list  of  all  re- 
ported trouble  that  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  ^hwedtman.  Mr. 
Schwedtman  kept  an  account  of  mjr  daily  reports  of  those  favorable 
and  unfavorable  to  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  keep  that.     I  will  want  that  later. 

No.  2360  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand''  letter.  I  call  attention  to 
the  foDowing  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  have  given  your  letter  of  the  16th  a  ^eat  deal  of  studv,  and  I  want  to  see  Mr. 
Emer)r  and  follow  your  instructions  in  relation  to  your  letter  before  I  have  any  lengthy 
interview  with  Mr.  Watson.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  met  Mr.  Reisenbeig  yester- 
day at  the  Capitol  and  has  seen  him  frequently  since  then .  He  states  that  Mr.  Riesen- 
berg  is  giving  invitations  promiscuously  to  everyone,  and  he  wound  up  by  stating  that 
he  knew  that  Mr.  Riesenoeig  was  very  much  in  favor  of  Senator  Bevendge;  mat  he 
was  a  great  Beveridge  man  and  was  working  to  make  this  convention  a  Beveridge 
meeting  if  he  possibly  could. 

No.  2361  is  another  letter  by  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  1  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

You  have  no  doubt  had  time  to  discuss  the  Watson  matter  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  ana 
Mr.  Emery  before  now.  Set  your  mind  at  rest  on  one  point,  thoujjh,  not  a  solitary 
advice  has  been  received  regarding  the  Wataon  situation  from  Indiana.  The  confi- 
dential information  has  come  from  quarters  which  are  neutral,  if  not  favorable,  to 
Watson. 

No.  2362-2364  is  another  ''  Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  If  there  is  not 
anything  in  that  letter  which  any  member  of  the  committee  desires 
to  read,  1  will  pass  on. 

No.  2365-2367  is  another  *'Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 

No.  2368  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  sent  by  him,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuuaALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Written  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  letter,  Senator  Walsh,  that 
you  care  to  read  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2369  is  a  telegram  from  Mr,  Boudinot  to  you  1 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2370,  2371,  addressed  to  Capt.  John  Gowdy,  a 
letter  that  you  wrote  to  Capt.  Gowdy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Capt. 
John  (jrowdy  in  relation  to  Mr.  Watson  going  into  the  Cabinet. 

Senator  Kebd.  I  will  read  the  following  e:!(tract  from  that  letter: 

After  the  campaign  closed  last  year  the  leaders  of  the  industrial  organizations  who 
helped  out  in  Indiana  wrote  several  letters  to  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  asking  him  to 
meet  them  in  St.  I^ouis  for  the  purpose  of  advising  with  him  about  accepting  their 
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aid  to  secure  a  place  in  Mr.  Talt'e  Cabinet  for  him.  Mr.  Watson  was  busily  enge^ed 
at  that  time  upon  a  law  case  and  could  not  to  West,  as  those  gentlemen  requested, 
so  this  movement  did  not  get  under  way  untu  a  short  time  ago,  and  until  there  were 
many  letters  written  to  the  leaders  in  ihe  Bast,  and  as  those  gentlemen  were  ail  anx- 
ious to  help  your  favored  boy,  they  have  now  rightly  got  to  work  to  see  if  it  is  not 
possible  to  secure  the  office  of  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  for  I»itaiia't  dis- 
tinguished son. 

The  industrial  organizations  have  now  rightly  got  to  work,  and  I  am  writing  now 
at  the  request  of  Mr.  Sheman,  Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Loudenslager,  Mr.  Gannon,  and  o^er 
laaders  to  get  the  fetoes  in  faKliana  thoroughly  Mxmsed. 

Is  2372,  2373  a  eopy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Frederick  SimSy 
secretary  of  state  of  Indiana  ? 

Mr.  MiJLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  runs  along  in  about  the  same  way, 
booming  Mr.  Watson. 

No.  2374,  2375  is  a  duplicate  of  2372,  2373. 

No.  2376  is  another  '*I)ear  Ferdinand"  letter.  Is  there  anything 
of  importance  in  that,  Senator  Walsh  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2377-2378  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Capt.  Gowdy? 

Mr.  Mui;aALL  (after  exannation).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  re^  only  this  portion  of  it: 

(2377-2378.) 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  January  22 1  1909, 
Captain  John  Gowdy, 

Eto-CotisuI  Oeneral  to  Prance^  RushviUe,  Indiana. 

My  Dear  Old  Captain:  There  hafl  an  opportunity  arisen  for  me  to  again  impose 
my  presence  upon  the  distinguished  citizen  of  Indiana,  and  I  am  sending  this  letter, 
feeling  that  it  will  be  appreciated,  for  it  is  in  behalf  of  one  whom  I  know  you  love  aa 
you  love  your  own  son. 

Then  the  letter  goes  on  about  Mr.  Watson.  My  clerk  tells  me  that 
this  letter  is  a  duplicate  of  2370-2371.  That  is  true.  2377-2378  is 
a  duplicate  of  2370-2371,  and  should  be  stricken  out. 

No.  2379-2380  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  '^My  Dear 
Ferdinand.''     I  will  read  tlie  following  portion  of  it: 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel,  and  he  told 
me  of  the  interview  he  had  with  Mr.  Sherman  last  evening.  He  stated  that  Mr. 
Sherman,  of  his  own  volition,  told  him  that  he  felt  dure  there  was  a  good  chance  of  his 
securing  the  appointment  of  Secretary  of  Oomraerce  and  Labor. 

Is  No.  2381  a  copy  of  another  Schw«dtman  letter  to  yourself  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  only  this  sentence  from  that  letter: 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  by  far  the  mont  satisfactory  communication  so  far  received 
on  the  Watson  matter. 

No.  2382  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinai^d"  letter.  Is  there  anything 
of  importance  in  that,  Senator  Walsh? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  \&  important  as  showing  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
himself  came  forward  to  look  after  the  Watson  campaign. 

Senator  Rsed.  It  does  show  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Rsed.  Is  No.  2383  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  George  S.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  this  letter: 

I  am  writing  this  letter  for  the  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  a  gentleman  I 
m^  tere  by  the  name  of  F.  W.  Childs,  who  is  the  yice  president  of  the  Ainulot  Paper 
Company,  pf  Hinsdale,  N.  H.  Mr.  Childs  told  me  that  their  firm  is  thinking  about 
b^CQmin^  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  he  would  like 
tp  ^ve  you  write  him,  in  care  of  Mr.  Kittredge  fiaskins,  M.  C.^  Committee  on  War 
Cl^ipQs,  House  of  Representatives^  and  give  him  all  the  information  you  can  concern- 
vfxg  the  wor]dngB  of  our  organization,  i  feel  that  he  is  anxious  to  get  hold  of  a  copy 
cl  the  constitution.  ]yir.  Childs  is  a  bfother-in-law  of  Congressman  Haskins,  and 
a^^in^  very  grateful  for  the  work  we  did  for  Mr.  Haskins  last  year  and  wants  to  be- 
come a  member  of  our  association. 

Is  2384,  2385  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery  i 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Re^d.  I  will  r^a^  t^  portion  of  that  letter : 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson,  Senator  Knox,  Speaker  Can- 
non, and  other  leaders  here  Saturday  after^ioon,  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  me  plainly 
to  understand  that  all  those  interviews' were  extremely  agreeable. 

I  saw  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr.  James  F.  Burke,  as  you  directed  last  week.    Mr.  Burke 
"WW  extiemely  honest  with  me  and  tpld  me  ui^t  he  was  sure  there  was  no  selection 
aa  yet  made  for  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  in  Mr.  Taft's  Cabinet,  and  that . 
he  was  strongly  in  favor  of  Mr.  Watson.    Mr.  Sherman  told  me  himself. 

No.  2386,  2387  is  what  ? 

^r.  MuLHAix  (after  examination).  That  is  from  Consul  General 
John  K.  Gowdy. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  following  paragraph  is  of  interest: 

Colonel,  I  hope  that  you  will  consider  that  I  am  in  nq  way  opposed  to  doin£^  anything 
I  can  do  or  anything  I  could  do  for  Mr.  Watson.  All  that  we  differ  in  is  tne  manner 
of  doing  it.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Taft  is  a  gentleman  who  would  like  to  be  consulted 
with  reference  to  such  matters,  and  if  a  few  personal  and  political  friends  would  touch 
him  on  such  points  that  thev  would  be  most  pleasantly  received. 
'  Colonel,  there  are  no  doubt  several  Indiana  Republicans  who  would  be  willing  to 
sacrifice  four  or  eight  years  in  the  Cabinet  with  Mr.  Taft.  Knowing  this  to  be  true: 
causes  me  to  say  what  I  have  said  to  you  with  reference  to  how  the  mends  of  Watson 
should  present  nis  name  for  consideration  in  cQnnection  with  a  Cabinet  position.  I 
know  that  I  need  not  fiulher  discuss  this  matter  with  you  except  to  say  tnat  there  is 
nothing  too  good  for  James  E.  Watson  in  the  gift  of  the  Kepublican  Party  or  the 
administration  of  the  Hon.  William  H.  Taft. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2388  a  letter  from  D.  M.  Parry? 
Mr.  MtTLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says  this: 

I  would  personally  feel  just  as  safe  with  Mr.  Watson  in  that  job  as  for  Van  Cleave  ox 
myself  to  have  the  chair. 

No.  2389-2390  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  *'Dear 
Ferdinand. "     [Reading :] 

Mr.  W^atson  is  getting  more  active  than  ever,  apparently,  in  his  canvass.  He  stated 
that  he  had  engagements  with  Mr.  Sherman,  Mr.  Burke,  and  other  leaders  at  the  Capitol 
this  a.  m. ,  and  that  he  would  be  extremely  pleased  after  those  interviews  to  meet  me, 
as  he  wanted  to  keep  me  posted  with  the  entire  situation.  I  know  by  the  way  he  talks 
that  he  feels  very  confident  that  our  people  will  give  him  the  aid  he  desires,  for  he 
thinks  that  Mr.  Miles  would  have  no  possible  chance  of  getting  appointed  into  Mr. 
Taft's  Cabinet,  so  for  that  reason  he  is  hoping  that  our  people  will  earnestly  get  behind 
him  and  do  all  they  can  to  help  win  out. 

What  Mr.  Miles  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  Mr.  Miles,  the  gentleman  who  has  been  all 
through  these  letters,  had  ambitions  that  way  himself,  and  he  had 
early  pledged  Mr.  Van  Cleave  on  that  matter,  Q.nd  Mp.  Van  Cleave 
was  slow  in  breaking  away  from  Miles  in  favor  of  anybody  else. 
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call  the  attention  of  the  Senvtor  to  it  this  afternoon,  \lliile  in  Mr.  Aldricfa's  office, 
Mr.  Shelton  called  my  attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Aldrich  was  starting  again  to 
organize  in  Rhode  Island  to  return  again  to  the  Senate  next  year,  and  that  he  would 
be  very  pleased  if  I  could  aid  him  in  Providence  and  other  places,  as  we  did  about 
fi\e  years  ago.  Mr.  Shelton  wishes  to  have  me  come  into  his  office  again  on  Thursday 
of  this  week,  and  he  stated  that  he  would  arrange  so  that  the  Senator  and  I  could  have 
an  interview  upon  the  matter  of  the  convention  and  also  that  I  could  talk  to  the 
Senator  about  tne  affairs  in  his  home  State.    This  I  promised  I  would  do. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Aldrich's  office  I  found  Mr.  Emery  in  the  gallery  of  the  Senate 
Chamber,  and  I  explained  fully  to  Mr.  Emery  mv  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this 
morning.  Mr.  Emery  stales  that  he  will  write  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  this  afternoon  and 
fully  explain  his  views  upon  the  Watson  matter  and  the  best  way  to  help  W^ataon 
obtain  what  he  wants.  Ot  coiu'se  the  aid  that  we  will  give  Mr.  Watson  in  this  fight 
will  largely  aid  us  in  fixing  up  the  conditions  in  the  next  Congress,  and  I  feel  that  Mr. 
Emery  realizes  the  importance  of  this.  On  account  of  the  excitement  here  for  the 
last  few  days  on  the  House  side,  and  yesterday  and  to-day  on  the  Senate  side,  I  was 
unable  to  see  but  four  or  five  Members  of  Congress  to-day,  for  Forakor^s  speech  in  the 
Senate  took  up  the  best  part  of  the  afternoon . 

Senator  IIeei>.  Is  No.  2310  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  2310.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2311  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2310. 

No.  2312-2315  is  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Sehwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  epcamining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  kind  of  a  routine  report. 

The  Chaibman.  He  went  to  see  Mr.  Goebel,  he  went  t(i  see  Mr. 
Parsons,  he  went  to  see  Mr.  Fowler,  he  went  to  see  Mr.  McKinney,  he 
went  to  see  Mr.  Swasey,  and  he  went  to  see  Mr.  Mudd.     [Reaaing:] 

After  leaving;  Mr.  Mudd's  office  I  ciUled  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Frank  A.  McLain, 
7th  Mississippi  district.  Mr.  McLain  would  not  be  quoted,  but  requested  me  to 
leave  him  a  copy  of  the  call  of  the  coDvenlion,  which  1  did. 

After  leaving  Mr.  McLain's  office  I  went  to  the  office  of  Mr.  James  £.  Watson, 
where  1  was  engaged  for  about  an  hour,  on  which  1  will  make  a  separate  report. 

After  leaving  Mt.  Watson's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Senator  Albert  J.  Bever- 
Idge,  of  Indiana,  and  found  the  Senator  in  his  office.  I  have  called  at  this  office 
iTMuently  before,  but  have  never  been  able  to  find  the  Senator  in.  Senator  Bev- 
erio^  granted  me  an  interview  at  once  and  seemed  to  be  very  enthusiastic  over 
the  information  I  gave  him  concerning  the  convention.  I  told  him  tiiat  at  my  last 
interview  with  you  here  in  Washington  there  were  562  organizations  who  hmA  already 
announced  that  they  would  participate  in  the  convention  and  that  we  expectecl  one 
of  the  kugest  conventions  that  was  ever  held  in  this  country  upon  an  issue  of  this 
kind.  Senator  Beveridge  was  greatly  enthused  over  the  information  I  gave  him 
and  went  on  to  tell  me  of  the  speech  that  he  would  make  at  the  convention,  and  he 
was  very  dsairous  that  i  should  have  invited  to  this  convention  the  following 
Senators: 

Senator  Albert  B.  Cunmiins,  of  Iowa;  Senator  Joseph  M.  Dixon,  of  Montana;  Senator 
Henry  A.  du  Pont,  of  Delaware;  Senator  Frank  P.  Flint,  of  California;  Senator  Robert 
M.  La  FoUette,  of  Wisconsin;  Senator  Robert  L.  Owen,  of  Oklahoma;  Senator  Samuel 
H.  Piles,  of  Washington,  and  Senator  William  Waamer,  of  Missouri. 

He  wishes  to  see  Senator  Dixon  and  Senator  Flint  and  Senator  La  Follette  before 
the  invitation  is  sent  to  them.  Senator  Beveridge  is  extremely  enthusiastic  ovw  the 
success  of  the  convention,  and  I  am  sure  he  will^do  all  in  his  power  to  make  it  a  success. 

After  leaving  Senator  Beveridge's  office  I  met  Senator  Charles  Dick,  of  Ohio.  I 
had  quite  a  lengthy  interview  with  Senator  Dick  about  the  late  fight  in  Ohio.  I 
finally  reached  tne  point  where  I  sprung  the  tariff  commission  upon  him.  He  aaked 
me  to  leave  him  a  copy  of  the  call  of  the  convention,  and  stated  that  he  would  give  it 
a  great  deal  of  consideration,  but  at  the  present  time  could  not  say  that  he  could  get 
away  to  attend  the  convention. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Dick  I  called  on  Senator  James  A .  Hemenway,  of  Lidiana.  Sena- 
tor Hemenway  told  me  that  he  has  just  been  appointed  bv  the  Senate  as  chairman  of 
the  committee  of  investigation  of  the  secret  service,  and  that  they  had  just  started  to 
work  upon  this  investigation,  and  that  he  knew  that  he  would  Im?  engaged  upon  this 
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Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

I  am  more  than  pleased  to  know  that  you  have  in  mind  a  movement  of  this  sort  and 
that  it  is  launchea  on  such  an  excellent  foundation.  I  am  equally  as  solicitous  as 
vouiself  about  Mr.  Watson,  and  anything  that  can  be  done  for  him  mH  meet  with  my 
best  cooperation. 

No.  2394-2396  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MUI.HALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  another  Schwedt- 
man  letter. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  that: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Watson  I  left  the  New  Willard  Hotel  and  went  to  the  Office 
Building  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  found  Mr.  J.  Adam  Bede,  of  the  8th 
Minnesota  district,  in  his  office.  I  had  an  extremely  Sjgp^eable  interview  with  Mr. 
Bede,  and  he  and  I  got  into  a  long  talk  about  certain  parties  I  met  in  Duluth  last  year, 
and  he  went  over  the  incidents  of  the  campaign  and  the  causes  of  his  defeat  in  the 
primaries  in  that  district.  He  stated  that  the  defeat  of  Judge  Jenkins,  of  the  11th 
Wisconsin  district,  which  joins  his,  in  a  large' measure  started  the  ball  rolling  against 
him  and  helped  to  beat  him  in  the  primaries  in  1908. 

Mr.  BMe  gave  me  to  understand  that  he  is  already  working  hard  in  his  district  to  be 
returned  to  Congress  again  next  year  and  he  is  very  anxious  for  any  aid  that  we  might 
be  able  to  give  him. 

•  Senator  Reed.  The  rest  is  about  a  tariff  commission,  etc. 

No.  2397  I  have  not  here  in  the  file.  It  has  been  withdrawn 
because  it  is  incomplete,  and  an  effort  is  being  made  to  collect  the 
missing  part.  If  it  is  obtained  it  will  be  produced;  and  if  it  is  not 
obtained,  the  letter  is  in  the  record. 

No.  2398,  2399  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  to  ''Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  confusion,  Senator. 
It  is  another  letter  written  by  MulhaU  to  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  In  all  instances  where  I  have  used  that  expression 
I  mean  that  the  letter  is  written  by  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman.  I 
think;  however,  that  is  covered  by  my  statement  prior  to  adopting 
this  method. 

No.  2398,  2399  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

At  12.30  p.  m.  to-day  I  called  at  the  Speaker's  room  and  met  there  Mr.  James  E. 
Watson.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  met  Mr.  Emery  last  evening  and  had  a  very 
long  and  pleasing  interview  with  him,  and  seemed  to  be  very  enthusiastic  over  the 
information  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  him. 

Mr.  Watson  informed  me  that  Mr.  Burke  and  Mr.  Sherman  were  to  see  Mr.  Knox 
this  afternoon .  to  see  if  it  was  not  possible  to  get  a  line  upon  the  make-up  of  the  Cabinet 
to  date  and  wnat  positions  were  filled. 

I  do  not  see  anything  special  about  that  that  is  not  already  cov- 
ered. 

No.  2400-2403  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  to  ''Dear 
Ferdinand."    There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Is  No.  2404  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  George  S.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  of  no  importance. 

Is  2405,  2406  a  letter  you  e;ot  from  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part  as  foUows: 

Regarding  poll  of  Congress  you  can  use  your  own  judgment.  There  is  no  harm  in 
following  this  up  and  ^tting  every  Congressman  on  record.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr. 
Riesenberg  did  not  thmk  it  absolutely  necessary  to  continue  the  poll.  You  state  in 
a  former  letter  that  it  gave  you  the  opportimity  to  talk  with  Congressmen  on  other 
matten.  If  this  is  the  case  use  all  your  free  time  in  following  up  the  poll  until  we 
have  every  Cangressman  and  every  Senator  on  record. 
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some  other  letter.  It  is  withdrawn  from  the  files,  I  think  to  be  pieced 
together.     I  think  you  have  that  right,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  long  letter  shows  that  Van  Cleave  is  of  the 
opinion  that  there  is  no  show  for  Watson  for  a  Cabinet  position » 
No.  2321  follows  this,  as  page  2. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  2322,  although  it  is  not  numbered 
in  the  print. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  a  separate  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  It  is  printed  in  the  record,  and  there  was  a 
number  stamped  on  the  exhibit,  but  it  was  so  faint  that  I  think  the 
printer  could  not  read  it.  That  is  what  I  think  it  is.  I  will  mark  it 
now  No.  2322.    It  reads  as  follows: 

(2322.) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

New  Yorh,  Jammry  14, 1909. 

Col.  M.   M.   MULHALL, 

Si4  Oak  Avenxuy  Waverly^  BaUo.,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  Eucloeed  please  find  check  for  |X25,  salary  for  first  half  of  January; 
also  check  for  $141.85,  the  amount  of  expense  account,  of  which  copy  is  enclosed. 
You  made  your  total  1145.85.  The  error  is  due  to  mistake  in  addition  of  $2  in  Uie 
account  rendered  December  1.3,  and  another  mistake  of  the  same  amount  in  the  present 
account.    You  will  find  our  additions  are  correct. 

Yoiura,  verv  trulv,  Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 

GSB-\LMS. 

No.  2323  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtinan,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  paragraph  in  it  which  says: 

I  am  afraid  that  our  friend  Watson  is  asking  us  to  play  a  ^eater  part  in  his  program 
than  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Mr.  Pftrry,  or  Mr.  Kirhy  will  he  willing  to  assume,  out  thia 
bridge  we  will  not  cross  until  we  come  to  it,  and  I  will  be  able  to  speak  more  intelli- 
gently after  I  have  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  instructions. 

No.  2324-2328  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  to  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not  1 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  following  is  of  interest: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Howland's  office  I  went  to  the  office  of  Senator  Nelson  W.  Aldrlch 
and  had  quite  an  extended  interview  with  the  Senator's  secretary,  Mr.  Shelton.  In 
about  twenty  minutes  3enator  Aldrich  came  in,  and  I  called  his  attention  to  the  con- 
vention in  Indianapolis.  Senator  Aldrich  stated  that  it  was  impossible  for  him  to  get 
away  to  attend  the  convention,  and  it  was  apparent  he  did  not  wish  to  be  drawn  out 
any  further.  He  told  me  he  had  started  to  o^nize  in  his  State  for  his  return  to  the 
Senate.  This  he  claimed  to  be  strictly  confidential.  He  said  that  he  hoped  that  in 
our  own  way  we  would  do  organization  work  for  him,  as  we  did  five  years  ago.  The 
Senator  was  extremely  pleasant  and  talked  very  pleasantly  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

I  left  Senator  Aldrich  s  room  about  1  p.  m.  and  nad  a  very  pleasing  interview  again 
with  Senator  Beveridge.  Senator  Beveridge  wishes  me  to  keep  him  posted  in  relation 
to  what  we  are  doine  to  make  the  convention  a  success.  From  the  wa^  Senator 
Beveridge  talked  Mr.  van  Cleave  must  certainly  be  an  angel,  for  he  said  he  lust  loved 
that  man,  and  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  certainlv  was  a  peach.  I  know  our  chiei  will  take 
this  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Beveridge  ana  the  compliments  he  paid  him  for  political 
compliments,  for  Mr.  Beveridge  at  the  present  time  is  extremely  anxious  to  please, 
for  he  knows  that  he  has  got  the  fight  of  his  life  on  his  own  hands  for  his  return  to  the 
Senate  next  year. 

My  position  here  at  the  present  time  in  relation  to  Mr.  Hemenway,  Mr.  Watson,  and 
Mr.  Beveridge  requires  a  go(Kl  deal  of  diplomacy,  for  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Hemenwav 
do  not  hesitate  to  state  clearly  their  feelings  relating  to  their  colleagues,  and  both 
these  gentlemen  wish  me  to  keep  them  posted  on  what  the  others  are  doing.  This  I 
certainly  can  not  afford  to  do,  so  for  that  reason  I  am  using  the  best  diplomatic  talent 
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that  I  have  between  the  leaden  of  the  ludiaua  factions  at  the  present  time.  Of  course, 
I  see  Senator  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Watson  every  day,  for  I  am  aiding  Mr.  Emery  in 
every  shape  and  form  that  I  can  to  get  the  committee  appointments  m  the  next  Con- 
gress that  we  are  seeking. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  this  afternoon  before  I  started  to  attend  to 
my  mail,  and  he  has  a  meetinj^  With  Mr.  Watson  this  evening  at  6.30  p.  m.,  at  the 
hotel,  which  I  know  he  will  write  vou  about  early  to-morrow  morning;  so  closing,  with 
very  best  wishes  to  yourself  and  the  chief,  I  am, 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2329-2332  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reports  on  the  views  of  Mr.  Gronna,  Mr.  Pratt, 
ISir.  Hackney,  of  Missouri,  and  some  others. 

The  Chaieman.  And  it  also  tells  of  an  interview  with  Mr.  J. 
Hampton  Moore. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  this  letter  I  note  the  following: 

I  called  Mr.  Bennett's  attention  to  his  visit  at  our  office  at  170  Broadway  last  year 
to  recommend  Mr.  Ryan  to  do  political  work  through  the  campaign.  I  informed  Mr. 
Bennett  of  Mr.  Ryan's  past,  which  was  extremely  bad,  for  he  had  worked  for  rae  on 
numerous  occasions  and  the  last  work  he  did  for  me  in  1906,  after  we  were  through 
with  his  services,  he  offered  to  sell  the  information  he  had  gathered  to  two  different 
detectives  and  to  certain  labor  unions,  so  that  is  the  reason  we  did  not  accept  the 
recommendation  for  Ryan  this  last  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2334-2337  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  written 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  tells  of  mterviews  with  Messrs.  Brantley, 
Caldwell,  Ellis,  Russell,  Crawford,  and  others.     It  says: 

I  left  Mr.  Crawford^B  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr,  George  W.  Norris,  of  the 
fifth  Nebraska  district.  Mr.  Norris  started  into  a  long  argument  on  the  advisability 
of  a  tariff  commission,  and  quoted  from  the  hearings  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee. The  interview  he  gave  me  was  quite  lengthy,  and  he  positively  stated  that 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  attend  the  convention. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  read  something  further  about  Mr. 
Crawford : 

Mr.  Crawford  stated  that  he  was  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  bill,  and  that  he 
would  like  very  much  to  attend  the  convention.  He  stated  that  if  the  expenses 
were  not  too  hi^h  he  would  certainly  go.  I  told  Ifim  that  I  was  not  well  enough 
posted  to  state  just  what  the  expense  would  be,  but  that  I  would  make  notes  in  a 
letter  I  should  send  to  tlie  West,  and  perhaps  Mr.  Riesenberg  would  write  him  again 
and  give  him  the  cost  of  tiie  trip  to  Indianapolis  and  back. 

I  was  not  posted  well  enough  to  tell  Mr.  Crawford  myself  whether  the  guests  of 
the  convention  would  have  their  expenses  paid,  so  for  that  reason  I  kept  quiet  and 
I  hope  at  your  very  earliest  convenience  >rou  will  let  me  know  if  the  expenses  of  the 
Members  of  Congress  going  to  the  convention  will  be  paid. 

Were  those  expenses  paid  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  letters  will  state  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  have  been  a  number  of  letters  here  speaking 
about  the  activity  of  this  organization  in  behalf  of  a  tariflF  conmMS- 
sion.  What  was  their  object  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  ap- 
pointed? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  had  had  several  meetings  with  the  committee  that 
was  appointed  to  get  this  commission^  ana  I  had  had  several  meet- 
ingS;  as  the  letter  states,  with  Mr.  Watson  and  other  leaders  that 
came  here  to  lobby  for  that  commission,  and  all  that  I  could  ever 
get  from  any  person  was  that  it  was  a  commission  created  to  try 
to  get  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Miles  upon  it  for  our  organization, 
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and  any  other  member  tkat  they  could  get  on,  to  delay  the  tariff 
instead  of  putting  the  tariflF  throurfi. 

Senator  JN^elson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  1  rather  get  the  impression  from 
all  this  correspond^iee  that  they  were  in  favor  of  a  downward  revision 
of  the  tariff. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Miles  and  a  few  others  were  in  favor  of  a  down- 
ward revision  of  the  tariff.  And  I  want  to  state,  as  you  will  see  in 
these  reports,  that  they  drove  Mr.  Miles  out  of  Washington;  this 
organization  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  that  a  good  many 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  they  appointed  in  his  place  a  Mr.  Tompkins, 
of  North  Carolina. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  already  appears. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  In  some  places  in  this  correspondence 
that  it  states,  that  a  number  of  the  manufacturers  had  withdrawn 
from  this  organization  in  conse(|uence  of  that  ajgitation. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  auite  an  agitation  m  the  organization  at 
that  time.  The  officials  of  tne  OTganization  did  not  want  Mr.  Miles 
in  Washington.  I  myself  protested  in  several  letters  about  Mr. 
Miles's  activities  here  on  behalf  of  a  downward  revision  of  the  tariff, 
and  they  finally  took  that  up,  and  Mr.  Miles  was  forced  out  of  Wash- 
ington and  Mr.  Tompkins,  I  believe,  took  his  place  upon  the  com- 
mission. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2338-2339  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  here: 

I  did  not  call  on  the  Senators  on  account  of  Senator  Beveridge  advising  me  to  wait 
until  he  had  seen  several  Members  of  the  Senate,  so  I  will  start  in  next  week  and 
see  as  many  Senators  as  it  is  nossible  for  me  to  do,  for  I  feel  that  I  have  now  pretty- 
well  covered  the  leading  Members  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this: 

Mt  Dear  Ferdinand:  Your  very  nice  letter  of  January  13  was  handed  to  me  by 
Mr.  Emery's  clerk  last  evening,  but  the  telegram  you  sent  went  astray  and  I  did 
not  receive  it,  so  I  was  very  glsS  you  repeated  it  in  your  letter,  and  from  this  time 
on  I  wish  you  would  send  my  mail  to  my  home  address  while  I  am  working  in  Wash- 
ington, for  I  am  sure  to  get  it  there  every  evening,  and  I  am  not  having  my  work 
done  at  Mr.  Emery's  office  at  the  present  time  for  the  reason  that  I  gave  in  my  former 
letters  to  you,  on  account  of  Mr.  Emery  ha\dng  too  much  work  for  the  stenographer 
he  has  there,  which  completely  shiits  me  out. 

Up  to  this  time  had  you  been  making  your  headquarters  in  Mr. 
Emery's  office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  was  supposed  to  share  this  office  with  Mr.  Emery; 
but,  as  the  letter  states,  Jlj.  Emery  had  so  much  work  in  his  office 
that  I  could  very  seldom  get  the  use  of  the  stenographer  there. 
And  then,  besides  that,  when  Mr.  Watson  got  into  the  campaign 
Mr.  Watson  got  all  his  letters  written  there,  which  completely  shut 
me  out. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  yesterday  afternoon  before  he  left  for  New 
York,  and  he  told  me  he  liad  an  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  that  morning,  and  that 
Mr.  Watson  impressed  upon  him  the  neceHsity,  if  our  people  wished  to  help  him 
obtain  the  position  he  is  aeejdng,  to  get  actively  to  work  and  do  all  we  can  uuii^ 
of  the  next  two  weeks.  Mr.  Emery  told  him  he  would  take  off  his  cx)at  and  work 
as  hard  as  he  knew  how  to  land  Watson.  He  stated  he  was  going  to  New  York  yes- 
terday to  stir  up  the  New  York  office  and  get  things  to  work  there. 
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Mr.  Emery  wished  me  to  see  Mr.  Burke,  of  Allegheny,  Pa.,  and  other  leaders  from 
thht  State,  and  get  them  to  visit  Senator  Knox  in  the  behalf  of  Mr.  Watson.  I  called 
at  Mr.  Burke's  room  this  forenoon,  but  found  he  was  in  Pittsburgh. 

Is  2340-2842  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MxTLHALL  (auer  exannning  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  2340-2342.) 

9M!iator  Reed.  No.  2843  is  another  letter  from  S^wedtman,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it. 

Your  reports  are  a  good  deal  more  favorable,  I  notice,  to-day  and  Saturday  than 
ever  before,  which  is  no  doubt  due  to  the  effect  of  the  Indianapolis  invitation  and 
the  Talt  faodmile  letter. 

Was  this  letter  that  was  produced  here  a  while  ago  from  Mr.  Taft 
reproduced  in  facsimile  and  sent  out? 

iir.  MuLBALL.  Yes,  it  was  sent  out.  In  fact,  they  gave  it  to  me 
t»  €how  to  all  of  the  Members  of  Congress,  and  it  was  sent  to  those 
inHbom  they  wished  to  influence  to  attend  the  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2344-2346  a  copy  of  another  letter  which  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examimttioti).  Yes. 

The  Chaikman.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

I  left  Mr.  Gordon's  oifice  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Nathan  W.  Hale,  of  the 
second  Tennessee  distiict.  Mr.  Hale  also  favored  a  tariff  commission  bill,  and  steted 
that  he  would  like  to  attend  the  convention  if  he  possibly  could,  but  found  that  it 
wottM  be  impossible  for  him  to  get  away  at  this  session  of  CkmgreaB.  Mr.  Hale  is  an 
extremely  pleasant  gentleman  to  talk  to,  and  I  think  he  would  be  a  useful  man  when 
k  comes  oefoie  Congress. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  paragraph  also  ought  to  be  read : 

I  left  Mr.  Hughes's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Geoige  W.  Gordon,  of  the , 
tenth  Tennessee  district.  Mr.  Gordon  favors  a  tariff  commission  bill  and  seems  to  be 
a  very  liberal  Democrat.  He  talked  of  the  industries  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  and  other 
States,  and  stated  that  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when  those  States  would  wheel 
into  line  as  favoring  protection.  He  thought  a  fair  tariff  coramissiDn  bill  would  be  a 
good  thing,  and  that  a  bill  of  that  kind  should  be  passed  in  Congress. 

Senator  Rbed.  The  next  letter  in  the  print  is  marked  2447.  That 
is  an  error.  It  should  b3  2347.  That  is  another  letter  that  yon 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes; 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

<2347.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  18 j  1909. 

Mt  Dkab  Ferdinand:  I  called  on  Judge  Jenkins  about  9.30  a.  m.,  this  morning, 
in  relation  to  the  address  he  made  before  the  House  of  Representatives  on  Saturday 
upon  the  constitutionality  of  the  Sherman  Act.  Judge  Jenkins  stated  that  his  speecn 
was  strictly  for  the  purpose  of  striking  at  Mr.  Gompers  and  Seth  Low,  and  that  there 
was  no  danger  that  there  would  be  any  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  session 
of  Congress.  He  stated,  as  I  wrote  vou  in  my  note  of  yesterday,  that  there  was  no 
bill  before  the  House,  but  that  he  had  just  talked  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  or  in 
ot^er  woids,  he  talked  to  the  public  press,  so  Gompers  and  Low  and  others  could  take 
notice. 

My  interview  with  the  judge  this  morning  was  extremely  pleasant,  and  I  found  him 
in  a  very  good  humor. 

After  my  visit  to  the  Office  Build injfr  of  the  House  of  Representatives  I  was  engaged 
for  some  tune  on  ^e  Senate  side,  which  I  will  write  you  fully  about  later.     I  sent  in 
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my  card  to  Mr.  Wataon,  but  he  was  not  on  the  floor.  I  wanted  to  give  him  some  infor- 
mation that  Mr.  Emery  requested  me  to  do  before  he  left  on  Fridav,  but  I  did  not  find 
him  and  was  told  that  they  did  not  expect  him  to  come  to  the  House  this  afternoon. 

In  the  priat  the  next  letter  is  marked  2448,  2449.  That  i»  also  an 
error.  It  should  be  2348,  2349,  which  is  the  mark  upon  the  original 
letter. 

What  is  2348,  2349  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I 
sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(2348,  2349.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  19,  1909. 

Mt  Dear  Ferdinand:  Your  letter  of  January  15th,  I  received  last  evening.  It 
was  forwarded  from  Mr.  Emery's  office  to  my  home  by  his  clerk,  and  votir  lettet'  of 
January  16th  has  just  come  to  hand.  It  was  forwarded  from  Mr.  Emery's  office  to  the 
place  where  I  get  my  work  done. 

I  have  carefully  read  over  your  letter  of  the  16th,  and  I  will  answer  it  fullv  as  soon 
as  I  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Watson.  I  had  a  short  talk 
with  Mr.  Watson  to-day,  but  as  I  had  no  definite  information  from  St.  Louis  I  made 
my  interview  short. 

At  a  fonner  interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Watson  I  was  given  to  imderstand  that  he  had 
a  fair  show  of  winning  a  Cabinet  position,  and  I  know  that  Mr.  Emery  had  an  extended 
interview  with  him  on  last  Friday  and  after  that  interview  Mr.  Emery  seemed  to  be 
very  enthusiastic  in' Mr.  Watson's  behalf,  for  he  stated  that  he  was  eoing  over  to  New- 
York  and  get  that  office  thoroughly  started  and  to  see  what  he  could  ao  in  Philadelphia 
and  other  cities,  and  he  instructea  me  to  see  Congressman  Burke  and  other  MemDeis 
of  the  House  here,  and  get  them  going  in  Watson's  behalf.  Mr.  Burke  has  been  out 
of  the  city  since  last  Friday,  so  I  have  not  seen  him,  but  I  will  see  Watson  earty 
to-morrow  morning  and  try  to  ^t  as  much  information  as  I  posnbly  can  regarding  hia 
chances  for  a  place  in  the  Cabmet. 

Of  course  I  Know  Mr.  Van  Cleave  must  be  getting  many  letters  concerning  Mr.  Wat- 
son's chiuice,  if  some  of  his  Indiana  friends  are  aware  that  he  is  seeking  the  place,  for 
I  gathered  enough  information  last  fall  to  know  that  part  of  the  Indiana  political 
machine  is  agaiiust  Watson. 

No.  2350  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  the  general  manager  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2351-2353  a  copy  of  another  letter  sent  to 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  that  seems  to  be  another  history 
of  interviews.     Has  anybody  had  time  to  read  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  I  have  gone  over  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2354  a  telegram  that  you  received  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows: 

(2354.) 

[TeloKram.] 

Received  at  (Continental  Tnist  Building:. 

St.  IjOuis,  Mo,,  Jan.  ^0/09, 

M.  M.  MULHALI., 

624  Oak  Ave.,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md,: 

Have  you  received  letter  about  Watson?  Was  mailed  Saturday,  care  Emery's 
office. 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 
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Is  2355,  2356  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2357-2359  a  copy  of  another  letter  that  you 
wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  can  shorten  matters  a  little  here  by 
asking  a  general  question.  There  are  a  ^eat  many  letters  here  that 
are  addressed  to  *'Dear  Ferdinand,"  which  are  carbon  copies.  Are 
those,  in  all  instances  where  they  read  "Dear  Ferdinand,  copies  of 
letters  which  you  addressed  and  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  save  asking  somer  questions. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  say  that  I  have  here  a  complete  list  of  all  re- 
ported trouble  that  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman.  Mr. 
Schwedtman  kept  an  account  of  mjr  daily  reports  of  those  favorable 
and  unfavorable  to  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  keep  that.     I  will  want  that  later. 

No.  2360  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand''  letter.  I  call  attention  to 
the  following  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  have  ei\eD  your  letter  of  the  16th  a  great  deal  of  studv,  and  I  want  to  see  Mr. 
Emei^  and  follow  your  instructions  in  relation  to  your  letter  before  I  have  any  lengthy 
interview  with  Mr.  Watson.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  met  Mr.  Reisenbeig  yester- 
<lay  at  the  CapiU)l  and  has  seen  him  frequently  s^nce  then .  He  states  that  Mr.  Riesen- 
berg  is  giving  invitations  promiscuously  to  everyone,  and  he  wound  up  by  stating  that 
he  Knew  that  Mr.  Riesenoeig  was  very  much  in  favor  of  Senator  Bevendge;  tlutt  he 
was  a  great  Beveridge  man  and  was  working  to  make  this  convention  a  Beveridge 
meeting  if  he  possibly  could. 

No.  2361  is  another  letter  by  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  1  wiU  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

You  have  no  doubt  had  time  to  discuss  the  Watson  matter  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave  ana 
Mr.  Emery  before  now.  Set  your  mind  at  rest  on  one  point,  though,  not  a  solitary 
advice  has  been  received  regarding  the  Watson  situation  from  Indiana.  The  confi- 
dential information  has  come  from  quarters  which  are  neutral,  if  not  favorable,  to 
Watson. 

No.  2362-2364  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  If  there  is  not 
anything  in  that  letter  which  any  member  of  the  committee  desires 
to  read,  I  will  pass  on. 

No.  2365-2367  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 

No.  2368  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  sent  by  him,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Written  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  in  that  letter,  Senator  Walsh,  that 
you  care  to  read  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2369  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2370,  2371,  addressed  to  Capt.  John  Gowdy,  a 
letter  that  you  wrote  to  Capt.  (Jowdy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  It  is  a  letter  that  I  sent  to  Capt. 
John  GJowdy  in  relation  to  Mr.  Watson  going  into  the  Cabinet. 

Senator  Kebd.  I  will  read  the  following  extract  from  that  letter: 

After  the  campaign  closed  last  year  the  leaders  of  the  industrial  organizations  who 
helped  out  in  Indiana  wrote  several  letters  to  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  asking  him  to 
meet  them  in  St.  Louis  for  the  purpose  of  advising  with  him  about  accepting  their 
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aid  to  secure  a  place  in  Mr.  Tali'fi  Cabinet  for  him.  Mr.  Wataon  was  busily  engi^ed 
at  that  time  upon  a  law  case  and  could  not  eo  West,  as  those  gentlemen  requested, 
so  this  movement  did  not  get  under  way  until  a  short  time  ago,  and  until  there  were 
many  letters  written  to  the  leaders  in  tke  East,  and  as  those  gentlemen  were  all  anx- 
ious to  help  your  favored  boy,  they  have  now  rightly  got  to  work  to  see  if  it  is  net 
pNOssible  to  secure  the  office  of  iSecretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  for  Indiana^ t  di»- 
tinguished  son. 

The  industrial  organizations  have  now  rightly  got  fo  work,  and  I  am  writing  now 
at  lAie  request  of  Mr.  Sherman,  Mr.  Burke,  Mr.  Loudenslager,  Mr.  Oanncm,  and  o1li«r 
leaders  to  get  the  ferces  in  fcadiona  thoroughly  wcmsed. 

Is  2372,  2373  a  copy  of  a  tetter  that  you  sent  to  Frederick  Sims, 
secretary  of  state  of  Indiana  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  runs  along  in  about  the  same  way, 
booming  Mr.  Watson. 

No.  2374,  2375  is  a  dur^icate  of  2372,  2373. 

No.  2376  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  Is  there  anything 
of  importance  in  that,  Senator  Walsh  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2377*-2378  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Capt.  Gowdy  ? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  examiBation).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  re^  only  this  portion  of  it : 

(2377-2378.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  22,  1909. 
Captain  John  Gowdy, 

Ex-Consul  General  to  France,  RuahviUe,  Indiana. 

My  Dear  Old  Captain:  Thet^  has  an  opportunity  arisen  fra*  me  to  again  impoee 
my  presence  upon  the  distinguished  citizen  of  Indiana,  and  I  am  sending  this  letter, 
feehng  that  it  will  be  appreciated,  for  it  is  in  behalf  of  one  whom  I  know  you  love  as 
you  love  your  ovm  son. 

Then  the  letter  goes  on  about  Mr.  Watson.  My  clerk  tells  me  that 
this  letter  is  a  duplicate  of  2370-2371.  That  is  true.  2377-2378  is 
a  duplicate  of  2370-2371,  and  should  be  stricken  out. 

No.  2379-2380  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  '*My  Dear 
Ferdinand."     I  will  read  ik^  following  portion  of  it: 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel,  and  he  told 
me  of  the  interview  he  had  with  Mr.  Sherman  last  evening.  He  stated  that  Mr. 
Sherman,  of  his  own  vK^ition,  told  him  that  ke  felt  sure  them  wbs  a  good  chance  of  his 
securing  the  appointoi^it  <A  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor. 

Is  No.  2381  a  copy  of  anotiier  Schwedtman  letter  to  yoim»elf  7 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  only  this  sentence  from  that  letter  : 

It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  by  far  the  mo8t  satiflfaetory  communication  so  far  received 
on  the  Watson  matter. 

No.  2382  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinai^d"  letter.  Is  there  anything 
of  importance  in  that,  Senator  Walsh  ^ 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  important  as  showing  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
himself  came  forward  to  look  after  the  Watson  campaign. 

Senator  Rred.  It  does  show  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Rsed.  Is  No.  2383  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  George  S.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL  (after  e?camination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  this  letter: 

I  am  vnting  this  lettejr  for  th^  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  a  centleman  I 
m^  tere  by  the  name  of  V.  W.  Chuds,  who  is  the  vice  president  of  the  Asnulot  Paper 
Cpmp^ny,  pf  Hinsdale,  N*.  H.  Mr.  Childs  told  me  that  their  firm  is  thinking  about 
becpmin^  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  he  would  like 
tq  h^ve  you  write  him,  in  care  of  Mr.  Kittredge  Haskihs,  M.  C.^  Committee  on  War 
Cl^iinfi,  House  of  Representatives^  and  give  |iim  all  the  information  you  can  concern- 
ing ihe  working  of  our  organizatiou .  I  feel  that  he  is  anxious  to  get  hold  of  a  copy 
m  'fhe  constitution.  Mr.  Childs  is  a  brother-in-law  of  Congressman  Hasldns,  and ' 
s^Qmed  very  grateful  for  the  work  we  did  for  Mr.  Haskms  last  year  and  wants  to  be- 
come a  member  of  our  association. 

Is  2384^  2385  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Re^d.  I  will  rea4  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson,  Senator  Knox,  Speaker  Can- 
non, and  other  leaders  here  Saturday  afternoon,  ^nd  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  me  plainly 
to  understand  that  all  those  interviews' were  extremely  agreeable. 

I  saw  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr.  James  F.  Burke,  as  you  directed  last  week.    Blr.  Burke 
iraa  extremely  honest  with  me  and  told  me  u^t  he  vp^a  sure  there  was  no  selection 
aa  yet  made  for  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor  in  Mr.  Taft's  Cabinet,  and  that , 
he  was  strongly  in  favor  of  Mr.  Watson.    Mr.  Sherman  told  me  himself. 

No.  2386,  2387  is  what  1 

"jfr.  MuLHATJ*  (after  examination).  That  19  from  Ponsul  General 
John  K.  Gowdy. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  following  paragraph  is  of  interest: 

Colonel,  I  hope  that  you  will  consider  that  I  am  in  no  way  opposed  to  doing  anything 
I  can  do  or  anything  I  could  do  for  Mr.  Watson.  All  that  we  differ  in  is  the  manner' 
of  doing  it.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Taft  is  a  gentleman  who  would  like  to  be  consulted 
with  reference  to  such  matters,  and  if  a  few  personal  and  political  friends  would  touch 
him  on  such  points  that  thev  would  be  most  pleasantly  received. 
'  Colonel,  there  are  no  doubt  several  Indiana  Republicans  who  would  be  willing  to 
flaorifice  four  or  eight  years  in  the  Cabinet  with  Mr.  Taft.  Knowing  this  to  be  true; 
causes  me  to  say  what  I  have  said  to  you  with  reference  to  how  the  Mends  of  Watson 
should  present  nis  name  for  consideration  in  cgnnection  with  a  Cabinet  position.  I 
know  that  I  need  not  further  discuss  this  matter  with  you  except  to  say  tnat  there  is 
ndthinp;  too  good  for  James  E.  Watson  in  the  gift  of  the  Republican  Party  or  the 
administration  of  the  Hon.  William  H.  Taft. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2388  a  letter  from  D.  M.  Parry  i 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says  this: 

I  would  personally  feel  just  as  safe  with  Mr.  Watson  in  that  job  as  for  Van  Cleave  ox 
myself  to  have  the  chair. 

No.  2389-2390  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  **Dear 
Ferdinand. "     [Reading :] 

Mr.  Watson  is  getting  more  active  than  ever,  apparently,  in  his  canvass.  He  stated 
that  he  had  engagements  with  Mr.  Sherman,  Mr.  Burke,  and  other  leaders  at  the  Capitol 
this  a.  m.,  and  that  he  would  be  extremely  pleased  after  those  interviews  to  meet  me, 
as  he  wanted  to  keep  me  posted  with  the  entire  situation.  I  know  by  the  way  he  talks 
that  he  feels  very  confident  that  our  people  will  give  him  the  aid  he  desires,  for  he 
thinks  that  Mr.  Miles  would  have  no  possible  chance  of  getting  appointed  into  Mr. 
Taft' 8  Cabinet,  so  for  that  reason  he  is  hoping  that  our  people  will  earnestly  get  behind 
hii^  and  do  all  they  can  to  help  win  out. 

What  Mr.  Miles  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  Mr.  Miles,  the  gentleman  who  has  been  all 
through  these  letters,  had  ambitions  that  way  himself,  and  he  had 
early  pledged  Mr.  Van  Cleave  on  that  matter,  ^nd  Mj:.  Van  Cleave 
was  slow  in  breaking  away  from  Miles  in  favor  of  anybody  else. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  continue  reading: 

About  1  p.  m.  I  met  Mr.  Watson  again  at  the  Capitol,  and  he  told  me  that  he  had 
just  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Shennan,  and  that  Mr.  Sherman  had  started  rightly 
going  and  expected  to  have  a  delegation  to  aid  him  to  see  the  President-elect  just 
as  soon  as  he  eot  back  from  Panama.  I  know  that  you  must  have  seen  by  the  press 
reports  that  Mr.  Taft  will  make  an  extended  stay  in  New  York  on  his  return  from 
the  Isthmus,  so  in  that  case  you  see  what  a  grana  opportunity  we  would  have,  if  we 
wished  to  do  so,  to  aid  our  man,  whoever  he  may  be.  Of  course  had  I  known  that 
Mr.  Miles  was  in  the  race  before  I  commenced  to  help  Mr.  Watson  I  should  have 
been  only  too  anxious  to  take  up  the  Miles  end  of  it  as  I  did  the  Watson  end.  Of 
course  I  must  confess  it  is  much  easier  to  help  Mr.  Watson  here  in  Wasfain^n  than 
it  is  Mr.  Miles,  for  I  know  that  there  is  a  lai^  number  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
who  will  do  all  they  can  to  help  Mr.  Watson,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to  get  those 
people  to  help  Mr.  Miles. 

I  telephoned  Mr.  Emery's  office  at  about  I  p.  m.  to-day  and  learned  that  he  is 
still  out  of  the  city. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  paragraph  but  one  is  important. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads:  • 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  Congressional  Record  with  Judge  Jenkins's 
speech  in  it.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  told  me  on  Saturday  that  he  would  like  to  have  me 
forward  it  to  him. 

I  suppose  you  are  aware  that  on  the  15th  instant  Gompers  attempted  to  appear 
before  the  Judiciary  Committee,  but  he  and  Mr.  Henry,  the  party  who  was  with 
him,  were  so  badly  set  on  by  Judge  Jenkins,  on  that  committee,  tmit  they  gave  up 
the  idea  of  attempting  to  eet  a  hearing  on  that  date,  and  they  nave  not  shown  up 
since  Judge  Jenkins  m^de  the  speech  in  the  House,  which  you  will  find  in  this  Beoora 
I  am  sending,  and  the  judge  says  that  he  is  conndent  now  that  they  will  make  no 
further  attempt  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

Is  No.  2391  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Andrew  J.  Allen  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (aiter  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  2392  is  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedtman, 
and  is  addressed  '*Dear  Ferdinand"  t 
Mr.  MuLHALT.  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  part  of  it: 

My  ohject  in  writing  this  short  letter  is  for  the  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to 
the  fact  that  we  are  thoroughly  organized  in  Washington  at  the  present  time  for  good 
work,  and  if  it  would  help  our  organization  any  I  want  to  suggest  that  we  could  do  a 
lot  of  work  for  the  members  of  our  association  down  here  witnout  cost,  if  they  were 
seeking  any  favors  from  this  end  of  the  route.  I  know  from  the  experience  I  have 
had  for  the  past  six  years  that  there  are  hundreds  of  business  men  coming  to  Wash- 
ington seeking  favors  every  year,  and  I  thought  that  if  there  was  a  general  letter  sent 
out  to  our  memberdiip,  calling  their  attention  to  the  fact  of  the  work  that  the  Wash- 
ington bureau  is  capable  of  doing,  we  might  be  able  to  hold  our  membership  in  better 
form  and  get  a  large  new  membership  through  this  means. 

Certainly  there  will  be  a  revision  of  the  tariff  at  the  extra  session  of  Conferees,  and 
there  will  be  a  pilgrimage  of  those  asking  favors  alon^  those  lines  to  Washington,  so 
if  it  is  of  any  advantage  to  the  leaders  of  our  association  or  to  the  on^nization  itself 
we  could  help  any  friends  coming  here  in  many  different  ways,  which  would  save 
them  a  lot  of  annoyance  and  trouble  and  help  them  to  obtain  what  they  were  seeking 
while  here.  I  know  Mr.  Van  Cleave  *«w  while  here  last  Saturday  how  quick  we 
could  reach  certain  people,  and  we  could  do  the  same  for  any  friend  that  would  be 
sent  here  that  was  a  member  of  our  organization. 

This  is  merely  a  suggestion  on  my  part,  for  I  know  that  you  understand  that  Mr. 
Emerv'  and  myself  are  short  of  work  two-thirds  of  the  time,  so  if  our  time  was  utilized 
in  thi"  way  we  may  be  able  to  give  better  returns  to  the  oi^^nization  and  get  better 
results  all  around,  so  closing  with  these  few  suggestions,  beheve  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours, 

What  is  No.  2393,  which  I  hand  you  ?    Is  it  a  letter  from  Sims  to 
yourself  f 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  from  Fred  A.  Sims,  secretary  of  the  State 

of  Indiana. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

I  am  more  than  pleased  to  know  that  you  have  in  mind  a  movement  of  this  sort  and 
ihsit  it  IB  launchea  on  such  an  excellent  foundation.  I  am  equally  as  solicitous  aa 
youzself  about  Mr.  Watson,  and  anything  that  can  be  done  for  him  vnH  meet  with  my 
best  cooperation. 

No.  2394-2396  is  what  ? 

Mr  MUI.HALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  another  Schwedtr- 
man  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  that: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Watson  I  left  the  New  Willard  Hotel  and  went  to  the  Office 
Building  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  found  Mr.  J.  Adam  Bede,  of  the  8th 
Minnesota  district,  in  his  office.  I  had  an  extremely  agreeable  interview  with  Mr. 
Bede,  and  he  and  I  got  into  a  long  talk  about  certain  parties  I  met  in  Duluth  last  year, 
and  he  went  over  me  incidents  of  the  campaign  and  the  causes  of  his  defeat  in  the 
primaries  in  that  district.  He  stated  that  the  defeat  of  Judge  Jenkins,  of  the  11th 
Wisconsin  district,  which  joins  his,  in  a  laige' measure  started  the  ball  rolling  against 
him  and  helped  to  beat  him  in  the  primaries  in  1908. 

Mr.  Bode  gave  me  to  understand  that  he  is  already  working  hard  in  his  district  to  be 
letutned  to  Congress  again  next  year  and  he  is  very  anxious  for  any  aid  that  we  might 
be  able  to  give  him. 

•  Senator  Beed.  The  rest  is  about  a  tariff  commission,  etc. 

No.  2397  I  have  not  here  in  the  file.  It  has  been  withdrawn 
because  it  is  incomplete,  and  an  effort  is  being  made  to  collect  the 
missing  part.  If  it  is  obtained  it  will  be  produced;  and  if  it  is  not 
obtained,  the  letter  is  in  the  record. 

No.  2398,  2399  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  to  ''Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  likely  to  give  rise  to  confusion,  Senator. 
It  is  another  letter  written  by  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  In  all  instances  where  I  have  used  that  expression 
I  mean  that  the  letter  is  written  by  Mulhall  to  Schwedtman.  I 
think;  however,  that  is  covered  by  my  statement  prior  to  adopting 
this  method. 

No.  2398,  2399  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

At  12.30  p.  m.  to-day  1  called  at  the  Speaker's  room  and  met  there  Mr.  James  E. 
Watson.  Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  met  Mr.  Emery  last  evening  and  had  a  very 
long  and  pleasine  interview  with  him,  and  seemed  to  be  very  enthusiastic  over  the 
information  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  him. 

Mr.  Watson  informed  me  that  Mr.  Burke  and  Mr.  Sherman  were  to  see  Mr.  Knox 
this  afternoon,  to  see  if  it  was  not  pnf«ible  to  get  a  line  upon  the  make-up  of  the  Cabinet 
to  date  and  what  positions  were  fflled. 

I  do  not  see  anything  special  about  that  that  is  not  already  cov- 
ered. 

No.  2400-2403  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  addressed  to  ''Dear 
Ferdinand."     There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Is  No.  2404  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Geoige  S.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  of  no  importance. 

Is  2405,  2406  a  letter  you  got  from  Schwedtman  t 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part  as  foUows: 

Regarding  poll  of  Congress  you  can  use  your  own  judgment.  There  is  no  harm  in 
following  this  up  and  ^tting  every  Congressman  on  recmd.  On  the  other  hand,  Mr. 
Riesenberg  did  not  thmk  it  absolutely  necessary  to  continue  the  poll.  You  state  in 
a  former  letter  that  it  gave  you  the  opportimity  to  talk  with  CongresBmen  on  other 
matters.  If  this  is  the  case  use  all  your  free  time  in  following  up  the  poll  imtil  we 
have  every  Congressman  and  every  Senator  on  record. 
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I  see  nothing  special  in  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  cpncludiog  paragraph  is  of  spme  i^t^r^9t, 
Senator.     It  reads — 

I  note  what  you  eay  about  Mr.  Riesenber^  seeing  150  Congressmen  in  th|pe  d^y9- 
That  is  not  all;  he  saw  50  Senators  in  addition,  all  of  which  will  tend  to  show  ybii 
what  poor  mortals  vou  and  I  are  compared  with  this  wonderful  genius.  It  all  reminds 
me  again  pf  the  old  story  that  I  believe  I  have  told  you  once  or  twice  of  the  old  army 
officer  who  was  asked  if  he  could  duplicate  the  feat  of  a  young  braggart  who  had  just 
related  that  he. had  ridden  80  miles  an  hour  on  horseback.  The  old  dpldier  said,  ''I 
can  not  ride  it,  but  I  can  lie  it  as  well  as  anybody."  If  the  point  is  not  clear,  don't 
mind.    I  will  explain  it  to  you  in  a  diagram  when  I  see  you  next. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  2407,  2408  is  another  Sch\yedtman  letter  ad- 
dressed ''Pear  Ferdinand." 

2409-2412  i^  also  another  Schwedtman  lett^er  addressed  ''Pe^F 
Ferdinand.'' 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  the  following  part: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Loveriug's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Jaxaes  T.  McDermott, 
of  the  4th  Illinois  district.  I  found  Mr.  McDennott  one  of  the  roughest  and  most 
uncouth  politicians  that  I  have  run  across  yet  in  Congress.  When  I  told  him  of  my 
mission,  ne  got  even  insulting  in  the  way  of  using  cuss  words  and  roundly  abusing 
the  President  elect,  Mr.  Taft.  He  commenced  the  interview  by  wanting  to  know  if 
X  had  read  Mr.  ^^uiey's  address  in  the  House  on  Tuesday.  I  told  him  that  I  had,  but 
that  I  had  ^pen  that  Mr.  Rainey  had  been  stronglv  contradicted  in  the  Hou.se  opi 
yesterday  and  again  to-day;  and  he  flew  into  a  tirade  against  the  Republican  Party 
and  its  leaders,  and  attempted  to  get  abusive  against  the  "gang,"  as  ne  stated,  that 
was  getting  up  this  tariff  committee  convention.  He  said  that  he  knew  that  it  was 
this  Van  Cleave  crowd  of  agitators  that  was  always  fighting  the  labor  unions.  I 
'handed  Mr.  McDermott  my  card  and  told  him  that  I  was  one  of  the  Van  Cleave  crowd, 
and  very  proud  of  it;  that  the  gentleman  he  was  talking  about  I  have  known  for  years, 
and  I  tola  Mr.  McDennott  that  I  was  certainly  sure  that  he  did  not  know  the  man 
he  was  talking  of. 

My  interview  with  Mr.  McDennott  was  not  altogether  disagreeable  before  it  was 
closed,  but  I  wish  to  close  my  statement  here  by  saying  that  it  would  afford  me  the 
^atest  pleasure  on  earth  to  see  this  fellow  get  his  just  deserts  in  his  own  home  district, 
if  the  opportunity  ever  arises. 

Mr.  McDermott  is  certainly  very  forcibly  against  a  tariff  commission  bill. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  my  first  interview  with  Mr.  McDennott, 
Senator. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  why  I  read  it.  I  read  also,  because 
Senator  Cummins's  name  is  introduced  here,  the  following: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Wheeler's  office  I  went  to  the  Senate  side  and  sent  in  my  card, 
by  the  request  of  Senator  Beveridge,  to  Senator  Cummins,  of  Iowa.  The  Senator 
received  me  and  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  him.  He  stated  that  Senator 
Beveridge  had  seen  him  and  that  he  wished  to  attend  the  convention  and  that  Mr. 
Riesenberg  had  also  sent  him  an  invitation.  He  stated  that  he  was  deeply  inter- 
ested in  the  tariff  commission  and  that  I  might  sav  to  my  friends  in  Inaianapolis 
that  he  certainly  would  attend  the  convention  one  day  and  would  try  to  reach  there 
on  the  38th  of  next  month. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Cummins  I  sent  my  card  to  Senator  Thomas  H.  Carter,  of  Mon- 
tana. The  Senator  granted  me  an  interview,  which  was  long  and  pleasing.  He  stated 
that  he  was  very  anxious  to  attend  tlie  convention  if  he  possibly  could  and  would  liTce 
to  have  the  privilege  of  speaking  at  the  convention  u]>on  Ms  postal  savings  bank  bill, 
as  well  as  to  have  a  talk  on  the  tariff  commission  bill.  The  Senator  stated  that  I 
might  say  that  he  would  attend  the  convention,  and  that  at  the  present  time  he  saw 
nothing  in  his  way  to  prevent  it,  but  if  anything  sliould  occur  m  the  meantime  he 
would  give  ample  notice  to  the  committee  of  arrangements  of  the  convention. 

Senator  Beed.  Are  there  any  questions  which  the  comnxittieQ 
wishes  to  ask  about  that  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  a  statement  to  make  as  to  that,  but 
there  is  nothing  there  to  which  I  have  the  dightest  objection.    1  do 
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not  know  whether  T  erer  saw  Mr.  Mnlhall  at  all  or  not;  but  I  am  not 
prej)ltred  to  siiy  that  I  did  nbt,  because  I  sefe  a  gredt  manf  p6bpte 
whom  I  do  not  rememb^i*.  I  iidv3  been  for  many  years  inlavdr  6f 
a  terifF  commission,  and  worked  very  Hard  for  it. 

Senatot  Walsh.  I  thought,  Senatbr,  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
passed  over. 

Senator  CtJMMm$.  I  am  very  glad  you  read  it  into  thd  i-fecbrd. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  in  it  reflecting  on  you. 

No.  2413  is  addressed  to  Mr.  John  Kirby,  Is  that  a  copy  of  a 
letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  ejtamihihg  letter).  1fes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  feel  it  incumbent  upon  me  to  read  that  likewise, 
because  it  refers  to  Senator  Nelson. 

Senator  Cummii^s.  Senator  Nelson  has  requested  me  to  have  read 
all  the  letters  that  refer  to  him,  and  he  would  like  to  have  them  read 
together,  even  though  they  are  not  in  chronological  order.  I  have 
the  numbers  of  them.  If  the  committee  will  have  that  done,  I  am 
^tire  that  Senator  Nelson  will  be  gratified.  The  first  one  you  now 
have.     It  is  No.  2413. 


Senator  Seed.  It  reads: 


(2413.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  January  29, 1909, 


Mr.  John  Kibby, 

Care  Dayton  Manufacturing  Company ,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Mt  Deab  Mr.'Kibbt:  I  know  that  you  wiU  be  delighted  to  hear  that  all  amend- 
ments to  the  Sherman  law  are  placed  at  rest  for  this  session  and  the  next  session  of 
Congress.  This  is  information  tnat  was  given  to  me  a  few  hours  ago  by  the  chairman 
of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  Senator  Knute  Nelson,  of  Minnesota. 

You  wiU  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  am  sending  to  St.  Louis 
in  this  mail  and  also  a  copy  of  the  Congressional  Record  and  a  copy  of  the  adverse 
report  pven  to  me  by  Senator  Nelson,  upon  the  Sherman  Act,  which  I  know  you 
will  enjoy. 

.   Hopiiig  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon  and  hearing  that  you  are  in  good 
healtn  and  spirits,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours.  . 

Senator  Cummins.  The  next  is  2419-2422. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  consider  2419-2422  as  now  introduced,  so 
that  we  will  not  have  to  go  over  it.  That  is  a  Schwedtman,  or 
"I)ear  Ferdinand/'  letter.  Will  you  call  my  attention  to  the  para- 
graph relating  to  Senator  Nelsqn  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  It  is  the  first  paragraph. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  as  follows: 

1  arrived  In  WsMhington  at  the  usual  time  this  morning,  and  after  calling  at  Senator 
Nelson's  office  I  started  working  in  the  House  Office  Building  to  make  a  canvass 
among  the  House  Members,  as  I  have  been  doing  for  the  past  few  weeks. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  next  is  No.  2423. 

Senator  Reed.  To  what  paragraph  do  you  call  attention  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  The  third  paragraph. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

I  sent  in  my  card  yesterday  evening  to  Senator  Foraker^  and  I  learned  that  th^ 
Senator  had  gone  home  sick,  so  this  morning  on  my  arrival  m  Washington  I  sent  my 
card  to  Senator  Knute  Nelson,  of  Minnesota,  who  made  the  adverse  report,  as  chair- 
man, to  the  Senate  upon  the  amendment  of  the  Sherman  law.  The  Senator  came 
out  and  took  me  to  his  room  and  gave  me  a  complete  statement  of  what  took  place  in 
the  Judiciary  Committee  before  they  made  their  adverse  report.  Senator  Nelson 
tttys  that  this  completely  kills  the  amendnlent  to  the  Sherman  Act,  brought  here  by 
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ex-Mayor  Seth  Low,  of  New  York,  and  others,  and  he  aim  stated  that  there  was  a 
strong  effort  made  in  the  Judiciary  Committee,  after  the  killing  of  the  Low  bill^  to 
put  in  the  word  *' reasonable,  "which  would  be  almost  as  vicious,  in  his  estimation, 
as  the  Low  bill,  for  it  would  give  great  scope  to  the  trusts,  but  that  word  was  voted 
down  by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  and  ne  was  positive  now  that  there  would  be 
no  more  amendments  offered  of  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  CongresB  or  at  the  next  sea- 
sion  of  Congress. 

The  Senator  gave  me  half  a  dozen  copies  of  his  report,  three  of  which  you  will  find 
with  this  letter.  I  am  also  sending  to  you  three  copies  of  the  House  Record  of  yes- 
terday. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  next  is  No.  2539. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  from  No.  2539,  which  is  another  "Dear 
Ferdinand"  letter: 

Since  writing  you  this  morning  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Senator  Nelson,  of 
Minnesota,  upon  the  revision  of  law  bill  and  the  rumor  that  they  would  attempt  to 
tack  up|on  it  m  the  Senate  or  put  a  rider  upon  it  in  the  shape  of  the  Beverid^  anti- 
injunction  bill.  I  told  Senator  Nelson  about  an  interview  that  we  had  with  Mr; 
Beveridge  some  time  ago,  wherein  he  stated  we  would  have  to  take  his  injunction 
bill  or  the  Peaire  bill,  and  I  also  called  his  attention  to  an  interview  that  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  had  with  Mr.  Beveridge  after  his  return  from  the  Indianapolis  convention  last 
month,  wherein  he  stated  that  we  had  better  make  up  our  minds  to  take  his  injimc- 
tion  bill,  for  we  would  have  to  come  to  it.  I  explained  to  Senator  Nelson  Mr.  Emery's 
answer  and  my  answer  to  Mr.  Beveridge's  remarks,  stating  that  we  would  not  ttuce 
his  bill,  but  would  continue  to  fi^t  it  to  a  finish.  Senator  Nelson  assured  me  tliat 
it  would  be  impossible  for  Beveridge  or  anyone  else  at  the  called  session  of  Coiujess 
to  put  such  a  nder  as  that  upon  the  revision  of  law  measure,  and  that  we  need  not 
have  one  particle  of  fear  that  Beveridge  would  get  his  bill  throu^  the  Senate. 
I  assured  tne  Senator  that  I  thought  this  was  the  case,  for  I  had  had  mterviews  with 
Senator  Dick,  Senator  Frye,  and  others  upon  the  same  measure,  and  they  aU  assured 
me  that  they  wouki  prevent  Beveridge  from  gettin^f  any  such  measure  through  the 
Senate.  Senator  Nelson  closed  his  interview  by  mtroducine  me  to  his  collea^e 
from  Minnesota.  Senator  Moses  E.  Clapp,  and  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with 
Uie  Senator  ana  his  colleague,  going  over  many  little  instances  of  the  late  decision 
upon  the  Sherman  Antitrust  Act. 

Senator  Cummins.  That,  so  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain, 
is  all  that  relates  to  Senator  Nelson. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  suggest  that  we  now  turn  the  wit- 
ness over  to  Senator  Cummins. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Cummins,  do  you  desire  to  ask  him  any 
questions  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  think  possibly  one  or  two  questions. 

Mr.  Mulhall,  when  did  you  become  acquainted  with  Senator 
Nelson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  that  first  report  I  mentioned  there  about  calling 
on  the  Senator  in  relation  to  the  passage  of  an  amendment  to  the 
Sherman  Act. 

Senator  Cummins.  Did  you  see  him  personally  at  that  time  t 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  there  any  other  person  present  at  the 
interview? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  believe  there  were  three  members  of 
his  office  force  in  his  office  at  that  time,  his  secretaries,  and  I  waited 
in  his  outer  room  for  quite  a  while  before  the  Senator  was  at  leisure, 
and  I  believe  I  talked  to  his  secretaries.  I  believe  those  were  the 
only  parties  I  saw  in  his  office  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  were  the  amendments  to  the  Sherman 
law  that  you  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  carried  that  errand  out  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr. 
Emery.     I  do  not  know  what.     I  never  went  into  the  law  matters 
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of  the  bills  at  aU.  That  was  up  to  the  lawyers  that  were  employed 
here;  or  up  to  Mr.  Emery,  the  chief  lobbyist,  in  other  words. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is,  he  was  the  law  lobbyist  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  he  was  supposed  to  be  the  law  lobbyist  and 
the  chief  lobbyist. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  do  not  know  what  amendments  are 
referred  to  in  your  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  what  report  is  referred  to  in  the 
letter  when  you  use  this  language: 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  am  sending  to  St.  Louis  in 
this  mail  and  also  a  copy  of  the  Congressional  Record  and  a  copy  of  the  adverse  reporti 
given  to  me  by  Senator  Nelson,  upon  the  Sherman  Act,  which  I  know  you  will  enjoy. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  a  copy  of  the  adverse  report  made  by  the 
committee.  That  was  voted  on  by  the  committee.  Not  only  that^ 
Senator  Nelson  asked  me  at  that  time  that  he  would  like  to  have  me 
submit  one  of  the  reports;  that  he  did  not  wish  to  send  that  report 
himself  to  the  Presiaent,  but  he  would  like  to  have  the  report  come 
through  our  organization  to  the  President— if  I  am  clear  on  that  sub- 
ject, and  I  believe  I  am. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  president  of  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  President  of  the  United  States. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is,  he  asked  you  to  submit  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States  a  copy  of  the  report  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  to  submit  a  copy  of  the  report,  but  to  send  a 
copy  of  the  report. 

Senator  Cummins.  To  the  President  of  the  United  States  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  through  the  organization. 

Senator  Cummins.  Would  you  recognize  that  report  if  you  were  to 
see  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  might  be  able  to  do  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  Look  at  the  paper  that  I  now  hand  you,  and 
see  whether  that  is  the  report  to  wnich  you  refer,  and  which  he  asked 
you  to  send  to  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  report).  I  think  it  is,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  desire  to  nave  that  marked  and  put  into  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  marked  and  put  into  the  record  right 
at  this  point. 

Mr.  MxTLHALL.  Not  only  that.  I  asked  the  privilege  of  Senator 
Nelson 

Senator  Cummins.  Just  a  moment.  I  desire  to  have  the  record 
show  at  this  point  that  the  report  is  dated  on  the  26th  day  of  January, 
1909. 

(The  report  referred  to  was  marked  ''MulhaU  Exhibit  K*'  and  is 
as  follows: 

MuLHALL  Exhibit  K. 
[Senate  Report  No.  848,  Sixtieth  Congress,  second  session.] 

The  Ck)mmittee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  (S.  6440)  to  amend 
the  antitrust  act  of  July  2, 1890.  having  duly  considered  the  same,  report  as  follows:  4 

This  bill  seeks  to  amend  and  modi^  the  so-called  antitrust  act  of  July  2,  1890  (26 
Stat.,  209),  which  act,  in  brief,  prohibits  combinations  in  restraint  of  foreign  and 
interstate  commerce  and  the  monopolization  of  such  commerce,  and  prescribes  reme- 
dies for  violation  of  the  law. 
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To  iiildebtand  the  6cojpe  dnd  effett  of  the  ptoiwsed  li^islation  it  ib  t^feU  to  fii^ 
consider  the  law  relaiin^  to  faionbpoliee  and  cbthbinatidns  in  i-estiiiiht  of  dabH  tradb 
and  commerce  eiidting  and  in  force  ^rior  to  the  paas^e  of  said  act;  and,  secbnclly;  the 
jbhanges  wit}Ught  and  ue  remiBdies  given  by  the  act  as  construed  and  applied  by  the 
courts. 

Prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act  such  monopolies  and  combinations  w^te  in  iiie  maiii 
regulated  and  controlled,  so  far  as  regulated  and  controlled  at  all,  by  thb  principles  of 
the  common  law  as  interpreted  and  applied  by  the  courts  of  this  country,  and  faencp 
it  is  well  to  take  a  brief  view  of  those  principles  and  ascertain  the  status  of  a  contract 
in  restraint  of  trade  and  of  a  monopoly  in  trade  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  act. 

The  earliest  doctrine  of  the  common  law  wa6  that  all  contracts  in  restraint  of  trade 
were  ill^al  and  void.  Thus  the  Supreme  Court  of  Indiana,  in  the  base  of  6'eard  v^ 
D^imis  (6  Ind.,  202),  refers  to  an  old  English  case  as  follows: 


hiere  he  should  go  to  prison  till  he  paid  a  fine  to  the  King.  " 

The  leiEuling  case  which  modified  this  doctrine  and  laid  down  some  of  the  elements 
bjf  the  modem  rule  is  that  of  Mitchell  v.  Reynolds  (1  Peere  Williams,  181),  decided  in 
1711.  This  case  held  that  an  agreement  not  to  engage  in  a  particular  trade  in  a  given 
Jiarish  for  five  years  was  not  invalid,  but  it  also  held  that  all  general  restraints  of  trade 
were  void,  and  the  court  in  assigning  reasons  therefor  uses  the  following  significant  and 
^tophetic  langu£^e: 

**Another  reason  is  the  great  abuses  these  voluntary  restraints  are  liable  to;  as,  for 
instance,  from  corporations,  who  are  perpetually  laboring  for  exclusive  advantages  iii 
trade  and  to  reduce  it  into  as  few  hands  as  possible." 

The  rule  in  Mitchell  v.  Reynolds  was  adnered  to  in  the  Indiana  case  cited  above. 
jLn  the  case  of  Oregon  S.  N.  Co.  v.  Winsor  (20  Wall.,  66)  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  laid  down  the  doctrine  in  the  following  terms: 

''It  is  a  well-settled  rule  of  law  that  an  agreement  in  general  restraint  of  trade  is 
illegal  and  void;  but  an  agreement  which  operates  merely  in  partial  restraint  of  trade 
is  good,  provided  it  be  not  unreasonable  and  there  be  a  consideration  to  support  it. 
In  order  that  it  may  not  be  unreasonable  the  restraint  imposed  must  not  be  larger 
than  is  required  for  the  necessary  protection  of  the  party  with  whom  the  contract  is 
niade.  A  contract,  even  on  good  consideration,  not  to  use  a  trade  an3rwhere  in  England 
16  held  void  in  that  couUtry  as  being  too  general  a  restraint  of  trade;  out  a  contract 
not  to  use  a  trade  at  a  particular  place,  if  it  be  founded  on  a  good  consideration  and 
be  made  for  a  proper  and  reasonable  purpose,  is  valid.  Of  course,  a  contract  n^t  to 
exercise  a  trade  generally  would  be  obnoxious  to  the  rule,  and  would  be  void.    *    *    * 

*  'In  accordance  with  these  principles  it  is  Well  settled  that  a  stipulation  by  a  vendee 
trf  any  trade^  business,  or  establishment  that  the  vendor  shall  not  exercise  the  same 
trade  or  business  or  erect  a  similar  establishment  within  a  reasonable  distance,  so  as 
not  to  interfere  with  the  value  of  the  trade,  business,  or  thing  purchased,  is  reasotiable 
and  valid.  In  like  manner  a  stipulation  by  the  vendor  of  an  article  to  be  used  in  a 
btisiness  or  trade  in  which  he  is  himself  engaged  that  it  shall  not  be  used  within  a 
reasonable  region  or  distance,  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  his  said  business  or  trade,  is 
klSD  valid  and  binding." 

But  these  cases,  and  nearly  all  the  older  common-law  cases,  relate  to  instamces 
where  one  party  sells  his  trade  or  business  to  another  pwrty  and  agrees  not  to  ep|;age 
in  tiie  same  in  a  particular  locality,  or  for  a  limited  period,  or  anywhere  at  anv  time, 
and  they  were,  in  the  main,  considered  from  the  standpoint  of  the  parties  ana  of  the 
Effect  upon  them  rather  than  in  respect  to  their  bearing  and  effect  upon  the  genbral 
public,  or  rather  their  effect  upon  the  public  interests  were  of  such  a  limited  character 
as  not  to  militate  against  their  validity. 

But  where  there  is  a  combination  which  chiefiy  and  in  the  main  affects  the  public 
welfare  a  different  rule  is  applied  and  governs.  Judgfe  Taft,  in  his  opinion  in  the  case 
of  United  States  v.  Addyston  Pipe  Line  Co.  (85  Fed.),  clearly  points  out  and  defines 
the  proper  rule  in  such  cases. 

After  disci: ssing  and  summarizing  the  various  decisions  and  authorities  bearing  on 
the  case  Judge  Taft  adds: 

*'Upon  this  review  of  the  law  and  the  authorities  we  can  have  no  doubt  that  the 
association  of  the  defendants,  however  reasonable  the  prices  they  fixed,  however 
great  the  competition  they  had  to  encounter,  and  however  great  the  necessity  of 
curbing  themselves  by  joint  agreement  from  committing  financial  suicide  by  ill- 
advised  competition,  was  void  at  common  law  because  in  rcstrauit  of  trade  and 
tending  to  a  monopoly." 
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And  in  response  to  the  contentio'n  that  the  combination  in  question  was  a  reason- 
able one  the  jud^e  declares: 

"We  do  not  thmk  the  iss'l*  an  important  one,  becai-.sfe,  as  already  stated,  T^e  do  hot 
thiiik  that  at  conlmon  la^  there  is  dny  question  of  reasohabl&ness  open  td  the  courts 
Irith  reference  to  such  a  contract.  Its  tendency  was  certainly  to  give  defendants  the 
power  to  charge  unreasonable  prices  had  they  chosen  to  do  so.** 

Tlie  distinction  pointed  out  oy  Judge  Taf t  is  also  illustrated  in  the  case  of  Gibbs  v, 
GcMtolidated  Gas  Co.  (130  U.  S.,  396).  The  first  t\^o  paragraphs  of  the  syllabus  in 
this  case  epitomize  the  doctrine  as  follows: 

"Courts  decline  to  enforce  coiitracte  which  impose  a  restraint,  though  only  partial, 
upon  business  of  such  character  that  restraint  to  any  ettent  will  be  prejudicial  tb 
toic  public  interest.  But  t^here  the  pi.blic  welfare  is  not  involved  ana  the  restraint 
upon  one  paity  is  hot  greatet  thaii  protection  to  the  other  party  requil-es  £i  contract 
in  restraint  of  trade  may  be  si. stained." 

The  foctsin  the  cas^are,  in  brief,  ad  follows:  The  defendant  gas  company  and  the 
Equitable  Gas  Co.,  of  Baltimore,  were  competitors  in  business,  and  lelt  that  they 
t^iiist4°kl  mnch  money  and  failed  to  get  enough  money  for  their  gas.  Plaintiff  proposed 
to  the  Equitable  Gas  Co.  to  make  some  arrangement  with  the  defendant  company 
wh€rreby  the  rivalry  could  be  done  away  with  and  a  certain  price  for  gas  be  agreed 
upon,  tte  was  employed  and  accomplished  his  purpose.  Now  he  brings  this  action 
to  recover  for  services  rendered.  A  specific  price  lor  gas  was  agreed  on  and  inany 
bthJer  things  ^hifch  destroyed  the  competition  between  the  companies.  On  page  40fe 
the  court  says: 

"The  supplying  of  illuminating  gas  is  a  business  of  a  public  nature  to  meet  a  public 
necessity.     It  is  not  a  business  like  that  of  an  ordinary  corporation  engaged  m  tiie 

Sanufacture  of  articles  that  may  be  furnished  by  individual  effort.  *  ♦  ♦ 
feilcte,  whilfe  it  is  justly  urged  that  those  rules  which  say  that  a  given  contract  is 
against  public  policy  should  not  be  arbitrarily  extended  so  as  to  interfere  with  the 
freedom  of  contract,  *  *  *  yet  in  the  instance  of  business  of  such  character 
that  it  presumably  cah  not  be  restrained  to  any  extent  whatever  without  prejudice 
to  the  public  interbst,  courts  decline  to  enforce  or  sustain  contracts  imposting  such 
tefetraint,  however  partial,  because  in  contravention  of  public  policy." 

Further  on  the  court  adds: 

"Innumerable  cases,  however,  ihight  be  cited  to  sustain  the  proposition  that  combi- 
ilations  among  those  engaged  in  business  impressed  with  a  public  of  quasi  public  char- 
acter, which  are  manifestly  prejudicial  to  tne  public  interest,  can  not  be  upheld." 

The  case  of  Gwynn  v.  Citizens  Telephone  Co.  (69  8.  C,  434)  is  also  in  point.  In 
this  case  Gwynn  ordered  a  telephone  put  into  his  store.  The  defendant  company 
refused  to  give  him  a  telephone  tinless  he  would  agree  not  to  use  the  telephone  of 
the  Bell  Telephone  Co.  in  nis  store.  This  plaintiff  refused  to  agree  to.  On  page  463 
the  court  says: 

"llie  modem  doctrine  is  that  contracts  between  individuals  are  not  void  on  the 
ground  that  they  are  in  restraint  of  trade,  unless  the  provisions  thereof  are  unreason- 
able. *  *  *  But  as  is  said  in  9  Cyc,  533,  534:  'The  reasonableness  of  contracts 
in  restraint  of  trade  as  between  the  parties  is  the  sole  test  in  those  cases  only  where 
die  public  interests  are  not  also  involved.  Although  the  contract  may  be  fair  and 
reasonable  between  the  parties,  yet  if  it  is  so  injurious  to  the  public  interest  that 
jpoiblic  policy  requires  that  it  should  not  be  enforced  it  will  be  held  void.'  *  *  * 
The  contract  alleged  in  the  counterclaim  was  unreasonable  because  its  tendency  was 
to  stifle  competition  between  common  carriers  and  to  create  a  monopoly  in  favor  of 
the  defendant.'* 

The  case  of  the  Texas  &  Pacific  Railway  Co.  et  al.  v.  The  Southern  Pacific  Railway 
Co.  (41  La.  Ann.,  970)  still  further  illustrates  the  doctrine.  In  this  case  the  defend- 
ant apeed  to  pay  over  to  the  plaintiffs  any  pool  balance  to  which  plaintiffs  were  en- 
titlea  under  an  arrangement  to  divide  their  joint  earnings  in  trafhc  between  El  Paso 
and  Galveston  and  tnat  between  New  Orleans  and  El  raso.  This  was  an  action  to 
recover  such  a  balance.    On  page  980  the  court  says: 

"American  jurisprudence  has  firmly  settled  the  doctrine  that  all  contracts  which 
have  a  palpable  tendency  to  stifle  competition,  either  in  the  market  value  of  com- 
modities or  in  the  carriage  or  transportation  of  such  commodities,  are  contrary  to 
public  DolicVj  and  are,  therefore,  incapable  of  conferring  upon  the  parties  thereto 
anv  rights  which  a  court  of  justice  can  recognize  or  enforce." 

ihe  case  of  Salt  Co.  v.  Guthrie  (35  Ohio,  666)  draws  the  line  more  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly and  lays  down  the  true  doctrine  as  to  trade  combinations.  In  this  case  an 
association  of  salt  manufacturers  entered  into  a  combination  for  the  purpose  of  selling 
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and  transporting  that  commodity.    The  court  refused  its  aid  to  enforce  the  con- 
ditions of  the  combination,  saying  among  other  things: 

''The  clear  tendency  of  such  an  agreement  is  to  establish  a  monopoly  and  to  destroy 
competition  in  trade,  and  for  that  reason,  on  grounds  of  public  poUcy,  courts  will 
not  aid  in  its  enforcement.  It  is  no  answer  to  say  that  competition  in  the  salt  trade 
was  not  in  fact  destroyed  or  that  the  price  of  the  commodity  was  not  unreasonably 
advanced.  Courts  will  not  stop  to  inquire  as  to  the  degree  of  injury  inflicted  upon 
the  public;  it  is  enough  to  know  that  the  inevitable  tendency  of  such  contracts  is 
injurious  to  the  public." 

The  court,  in  referring  to  the  difference  between  contracts  in  partial  and  in  general 
restraint  of  trade,  uses  this  significant  language: 

''Upon  the  authorities,  however,  the  line  between  such  as  are  void  and  those  that 
are  binding  is  not  very  clearly  defined.  Public  policy  unquestionably  favors  com- 
petition in  trade,  to  tne  end  that  its  commodities  may  be  afforded  to  the  consumer 
as  cheaply  as  possible,  and  is  opposed  to  monopolies,  which  tend  to  advance  market 
prices  to  the  injury  of  the  general  public." 

In  the  same  line  and  to  the  same  effect  as  the  decisions  we  have  quoted  are  the 
following  cases:  India  Bagging  Association  v.  B.  Eock  &  Co.  (14  La.  Ann.,  168); 
The  Chicago  Gas  Co.  v.  People^s  Gas  Co.  (121  111.,  530);  Pullman  Co.  v,  Texas,  etc., 
Ry.  Co.  (4  Woods,  317);  Western  Union  v.  American  Union  (65  Ga.,  160);  Rich- 
ardson V.  Buhl  (77  Mich.,  632). 

The  doctrine  and  effect  of  all  these  cases  is  that  any  agreement  or  combination 
directly  affecting  the  welfare  of  the  public,  by  stifling  competition  and  breeding 
monopoly  in  trade  and  commerce,  is  contrary  to  public  policy  and  invalid,  and  that 
the  courts  in  such  cases  will  not  undertake  to  measure  the  degree  of  die  stifling  of 
competition  or  the  degree  of  the  monopoly.  In  such  cases  the  reasonableness  of  the 
restraint  is  not  measured  or  considered.  The  doctrine  of  reasonableness  is  only 
applied  in  cases  of  contracts  limited  as  to  time  or  place,  or  boUi,  and  where  the  interest 
of  the  parties  was  the  principal  thing  at  stake,  but  is  not  applied  in  cases  where  the 
general  public  welfare  is  at  stake  and  where  the  express  or  implied  purpose  and 
effect  is  to  prevent  competition  in  trade  or  to  create  a  monopoly  in  trade.  The  very 
first  paragraph  of  the  antitrust  act,  to  wit:  "Every  contract,  combination  in  the  form 
of  trust  or  otherwise,  or  conspiracy  in  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  among  the  several 
States,  or  with  foreign  nations,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  ill^al,"  simply  states  the 
coinmon-law  doctrine  as  laid  down  by  the  courts  in  the  cases  cited,  and  applies  it 
to  interstate  and  foreign  commerce.  The  reasonableness  of  such  contracts  or  com- 
binations was  never  made  a  question  under  the  common  law,  because  they  were 
deemed  to  be  contrary  to  public  policy  in  this  that  they  stifled  competition  and 
bred  monopoly  and,  on  that  account,  were  deemed  to  be  invalid. 

A  monopoly  of  trade  fo'  nd  as  little  favor  at  common  law  as  a  contract  in  restraint 
of  trade.  It  was  a  part  of  the  great  charter  of  King  Henry  III  (A.  D.  1224-5)  and  of 
the  great  charter  of  King  Edward  I  (A.  D.  1297),  chapter  29,  that  "no  freeman  shall 
be  dispossessed  of  his  liberties  or  free  customs,  etc."  Lord  Coke  in  his  Institutes  of 
the  Laws  of  England,  part  second,  makes  the  following  comment  upon  this  paragraph 
of  the  great  charter,  to  wit: 

^^Delibertatibus.    This  word,  libertates,  liberties,  hath  these  significations:  *    *    • 

"2.  It  signifieth  the  freedomes,  that  the  subiects  of  England  l^ve;  for  example,  the 
Company  of  the  Merchant  Tailors  of  England,  naving  power  by  their  Charter  to  make 
Ordinances,  made  an  Ordinance,  that  every  brother  of  the  same  Society  should  put  the 
one-half  of  his  clothes  to  be  dressed  by  some  Clothmaker  of  the  same  companv,  upon 
pain  to  forfeit  etc.  and  it  was  adjudged  that  this  Ordinance  was  against  law,  because 
it  was  against  the  liberty  of  the  Subject,  for  every  Subject  hath  freedom  to  put  his 
clothes  to  be  dressed  by  whom  he  will,  &  sic  de  similibus:  And  so  it  is,  if  such  or  the 
like  grant  had  been  made  by  his  Letters  Patents. 

(<  3  «  «  «  g^  likewise,  and  for  the  same  reason,  if  a  grant  be  made  to  any  man,  to 
have  the  sole  making  of  cards,  or  the  sole  dealing  with  any  other  trade,  that  grant  is 
against  the  liberty,  and  freedom  of  the  Subject,  tluit  before  did ,  or  lawfully  might  have 
used  that  trade,  and  consequently  against  this  great  Charter. 

"  Generallv  all  monopolies  are  against  this  gpreat  Charter,  because  they  are  against  the 
liberty  and  freedom  of  the  Subject,  and  against  the  law  of  the  land." 

One  of  the  cases  cited  by  Lord  Coke  in  the  margin  is  that  of  Davenant  v.  Hurdes 
(41  Eliz.,  92)  (the  tailor  case)  reported  in  Moore's  cases,  576.  The  other  case  cited  by 
Lord  Coke  is  that  of  Darcy  v.  Allein,  decided  in  1692,  and  reported  in  6  Coke  Reports, 
159.    The  svUabus  of  this  case  is  as  follows: 

"A  ^nt  by  the  Crown  of  the  sole  making  of  cards  within  the  realm  is  void.  A  dis- 
pensation or  license  to  have  the  sole  importation  and  merchandise  of  cards,  without 
an^  limitation  or  stint,  notwithstanding  the  3  E.  4,  which  imposes  a  forfeiture  upon 
their  importation . ' ' 
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The  following  cases  sustain  the  doctrine  laid  down  in  thiB  foregoing  cases,  to  wit: 
Yarmouth  v.  Danel  (3  Modem,  75);  the  East  India  Co.  v,  Sandis  (Skinner's  Report, 
132). 

There  are  two  species  of  mono}>olies:  One  in  the  nature  of  a  grant  from  the  sovereign 
power,  of  which  me  Card  case,  cited  by  Lord  Coke^  is  a  sample;  the  other  created  by 
agreement  or  combination  between  psulies,  of  which  the  Tailor  case,  referred  to  by 
Lord  Coke,  is  a  sample.  The  definition  of  a  monopoly  of  the  former  kmd  is  as  follows: 
"It  is  deemed  to  be  an  institution  or  allowance  from  the  sovereign  power  of  the  State, 
by  {^rant,  commission^  or  otherwise,  to  any  person  or  corporation  for  the  sole  buying^ 
selhng,  making,  working,  or  using  of  anything  whereby  any  person  or  persons,  bodies 
poUtic  or  corpOTate,  are  sought  to  be  restrained  of  any  freedom  or  liberty  they  have 
nad  before,  or  hindered  in  their  lawful  trade."  All  such  grants  were  held  illegal  and 
void  at  common  law,  because  they  destroyed  freedom  of  trade.  As  to  monopolies 
created  by  contract  or  combination  between  the  parties,  the  modem  doctrine  of  th^ 
English  courts  seems  to  be  that  while  such  contracts  are  deemed  iUeeal  to  the  extent 
that  they  could  not  be  enforced,  or  any  damages  secured  for  a  breach  of  the  same  a? 
between  the  parties,  yet  in  respect  to  the  pubuc,  unless  they  amounted  to  a  crin^inal 
conspiracy,  there  is  no  relief.  This  at  all  events  seems  to  be  the  doctrine  laid  down  by 
the  House  of  Lords  in  the  case  of  Mogul  Steamship  Co.  v.  McGregor,  etc.  (Law  Ilei>orts 
Appeal  Cases,  1892).  This  case  has  been  cited  as  sustaining  the  doctrine  that  monopo- 
lies are  not  contrary  to  common  law,  but  a  careful  examination  of  the  case  shows  that 
this  view  is  not  warranted.  It  was  a  case  where  parties  interested  in  a  certain  steam- 
ship company  subjected  their  rivals  to  such  an  excessive  and  strenuous  competition 
that  Uiey  forced  them  out  of  business.  Lord  Hannen  diagnoses  the  case  in  the  follow- 
ing language: 

'  It  was  contended  that  the  agreement  between  the  defendants  to  act  in  combination 
which  was  proved  to  exist  was  illegal  as  being  in  restraint  of  trade.  I  think  that  it 
was  so,  in  the  sense  that  it  was  void,  and  coula  not  have  been  enforced  against  any  of 
the  deifendants  who  might  have  violated  it.  (Hilton  v.  Eckerslev.)  But  it  does  not 
follow  that  the  entering  into  such  an  agreement  would,  as  contenaed,  subject  the  perr 
sons  doing  so  to  an  indictment  for  conspiracy,  and  I  think  that  the  opinion  to  that 
effect  expressed  bv  Crompton,  J.,  in  Hilton  v.  Eckersley  is  erroneous. 

"The  question,  however,  raised  for  our  consideration  in  this  case  is  whether  a  person 
who  has  suffered  loss  in  his  business  by  the  joint  action  of  those  who  have  entered 
into  such  an  agreement  can  recover  damages  from  them  for  the  injurv  so  sustained. 
In  considering  this  question  it  is  necessary  to  determine  upon  the  evidence  what  was 
the  object  of  the  agreement  between  the  defendants  and  what  were  the  means  by 
which  they  sought  to  attain  that  object.  It  appears  to  me  that  their  object  was  to 
secure  to  themselves  the  benefit  of  the  carrying  trade  from  certain  ports.  It  can  not^ 
I  think,  be  reasonably  suggested  that  this  is  unlawful  in  any  sense  of  the  word.  The 
object  of  every  trader  is  to  procure  for  himself  as  large  a  share  of  the  trade  he  is  engaged 
in  as  he  can.  If,  then,  the  object  of  the  defendants  was  legitimate,  were  the  means 
adopted  by  them  open  to  objection?  I  can  not  see  that  they  were.  They  sought  to 
induce  shii)perB  to  employ  them  rather  than  the  plaintiffs,  offering  to  such  shippers  as 
should  during  a  fixed  period  deal  exclusively  with  them  the  advantage  of  a  rebate 
upon  the  freights  they  nad  paid.  This  is,  in  effect,  nothing  more  than  the  ordinary 
form  of  competition  between  traders  by  offering  goods  or  services  at  a  cheaper  rate 
than  their  rival." 

See  in  this  connection  the  case  of  Cousins  v.  Smith  (13  Yessey,  542). 

In  this  country  we  have  as  a  rule  no  direct  grants  of  monopolies  from  the  Govern- 
ment. Our  monopolies  are  created  by  agreement  and  combination  between  the 
parties  thereto,  and  as  a  rule  our  courta  have  been  as  hostile  to  such  monopolies  as 
they  have  been  to  contracts  in  restraint  of  trade.  Upon  principle  there  can  be  no  dis* 
tinction  between  the  two.  In  the  very  nature  of  the  case  a  monopoly  operates  in 
restraint  of  trade  because  it  stifles  competition.  The  opinion  of  Justices  Field  and 
Bradley  in  the  case  of  Butchers'  Union  Co.  v.  Crescent  City  Co.  (Ill  U.  S.,  746)  elu- 
cidates this  subject  in  clear  and  vigorous  language.  The  following  American  cases 
elucidate  and  declare  the  mle  as  to  monopolies:  Tuscaloosa  Ice  Mfg.  v,  Williams 
Q27  Ala.,  110);  Harding  v.  American  Glucose  Co.  (182  111.,  551);  Hoffman  v.  Brooks 
(6  Weekly  Law  Bulletin,  747);  Chapin  v.  Brown  Bros,  et  al.  (83  Iowa,  156);  Anderson 
17.  Jett,  etc.  (89  Ky.,  375);  People  v.  The  North  River  Sugar  Refining  Co.  (54  Hun., 
354);  Amot  v,  Pittston,  etc.,  Coal  Co.  (68  N.  Y.,  558);  Craft  v.  McConoughy  (79  111., 
346);  Santa  Clara  Valley  Mill,  etc.,  Co.  v.  Hayes  (76  Cal.,  387);  The  People  v.  Chicago 
Gas  Trast  Co.  (130  111.,  268);  Keene  v,  Kent  (4  N.  Y.  State  Reporter,  431);  In  re 
Green  (52  Fed.,  104). 
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•  Upbn  principle  a  partial  or  limited  monopoly  h  ad  obnoxious  to  the  law  ai  a  bOm- 
plete  monopoly:  Cnief  Justice  Fuller  in  United  States  v:  Knight  (156  U.  B.,  1) 
declares: 

^'A^in,  all  the  authorities  afi:ree  that  in  order  to  vitiate  k  coiitract  or  combinition 
it  ik  not  essential  that  its  result  should  be  a  complete  monopoly.  It  is  sufficient  if 
it  relilly  tends  to  that  end  and  to  deprive  the  public  of  the  advantages  Which  flow 
from  friee  competition. " 

While  ht  common  law,  as  interpreted  by  the  courts,  contracts  and  combinations  in 
general  restraiht  of  tnuie  or  to  monopolize  trade  were,  except  in  the  special  cases 
deferred  to,  held  to  be  illegal,  without  any  r^B^d  as  to  whether  they  were  reasonable 
pt  tinreasonable;  and  while  such  cohtracts  could  ilot  be  enforced  nap  damages  for 
iileir  breach  recovered  as  between  the  parties  thereto;  yet  such  cohtracts  br  com- 
binations did  not  per  se  constitute  A  criminal  o£fense^  and  third  parties — ^the  public 
at  laige — were  without  a  civil  remedy  unless  they  could  show  that  the  combination 
kmounted  to  a  criminal  conspiracy.  (See  Mogul  Steamship  Co.  v.  McGregor,  bited 
above.) 

The  chief  virtue  of  the  antitrust  act  is  nbt  so  much  in  declaring  combinations, 
ccfntracts,  and  monopolies  in  restraint  of  trade  and  commerce  to  be  illegal — ^for  tiiat 
they  are  at  common  law,  as  we  have  shown — ^but  in  directly  applying  the  satiie  to 
interstate  commerce,  and  especially  in  providing  remedies  for  it&  enfoh^ement.  Four 
classes  of  remedi^  are  given  by  the  act;  to  wit:  Fitst,  remedy  by  criminal  prosecu- 
tion; second,  by  injunction;  third,  by  seizure  and  confiscation  of  trust  gboas  while 
in  transit  from  one  State  to  another  or  to  a  forei^  country;  and,  fourmj  by  civil 
at;tion  fc^  triple  damages  in  behalf  of  any  paity  injured  by  violations  of  the  act.  All 
these  remedies  have  been  applied  and  resorted  to.  Under  the  first  head  are,  among 
others,  the  cases  of  United  States  v.  Patterson  (55  Fed.,  665).  United  States  v.  Mc- 
AndrewB  Forbes  Co.,  the  J.  S.  Young  Co.,  and  Karl  Jungbluth  and  Howard  E.  Young, 
southern  district  of  New  York;  defendants  were  all  convicted;  case  now  pending  on 
appeal  to  the  United  States  Supreme  Court.  United  States  v.  F^eral  Salt  Co.  et  al.. 
northern  district  of  California;  defendants  plead  guilty  and  were  fined.  United 
States  V.  Amsden  Lumber  Co.,  district  court  of  Oklahoma;  defendants  plead  guilty 
and  were  fined.  United  States  v.  Tribolet,  district  court  of  Oregon;  verdict  of  gtiilty; 
defendants  were  fined  and  paid  same.  United  States  v.  Atlantic  Investment  Co., 
touthem  district  of  Georgia;  six  defendants,  all  plead  guilty  and  were  each  fined 
$5,000,  makii^  a  total  of  ^0,000.  United  States  v.  American  Seating  Co.  et  al.. 
Northern  district  of  Illinois;  all  defendants  but  one  plead  guilty,  and  were  fined  and 
paid  their  fine.  United  States  v.  Santa  Rita  Mining  Co.  et  al.,  district  of  New  Mexico; 
defendants  were  fined;  thev  have  since  appealed.  United  States  v.  Unioii  Pacific 
Coal  Co.,  district  court  of  Utah;  verdict  of  guiltv,  December  3,  1908. 

The  following  are  amon^  the  leading  cases  under  the  second  head:  United  States  v. 
Northern  Securities  Co.  Q93  U.  S.,  197),  United  States  r.  Trans-Missouri  Freight  Associa- 
tion (166  U.  S.,  290),  United  States  v.  Joint  Traffic  Association  (171  U.  S.,  505),  Swift 
A  Co.  V.  United  States  (196  U.  S.,  375),  Addyston  Pipe  &  Steel  Co.  v.  United  States 
(175  U.  S.,  211). 

Under  the  third  head  is  the  case  of  United  States  v.  One  hundred  and  seventy-five 
Cases  of  Cigarettes.  The  case  is  pending  in  the  southern  district  of  Virginia.  And; 
tinder  the  fourth  head  a  leading  case  is  that  of  Montague  &  Co.  v.  Lowry  (193  U.  S.,  38). 
Other  cases  are  Lowe  et  al.  v.  Lawler  et  al.  (208  U.  S.,  274);  WTieeler  Stenzel  Co.  i;. 
National  Window  Glass  Jobbers*  Association  (152  Fed.,  864);'  Loder  v.  Jayne  (142 
fed.,  1010). 

Having  called  attention  to  the  state  of  the  common  law  and  the  changes  wrought  in 
it  by  the  antitnist  act,  it  remtdns  to  call  attention  to  the  ahiendmehts  proposed  thereto 
by  this  bill  (8.  6440).  While  the  antitrust  act  puts  all  coi^orationa  and  associations  as 
well  as  individuals  in  the  same  category  and  makes  them  all  alike  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  the  act,  this  bill  segregates  corporations  and  associations  from  Individuals 
and  puts  the  corporations  into  two  different  classes,  to  wit,  those  subject  to  the 
interstate-commerce  law — ^the  railroad  companies — and  those  not  subject  to  that  law. 
The  latter  class  is,  by  the  bill,  §:iven  certain  "benefits  and  immunities,"  if  they 
Tepater  and  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  The  registration  consists  in  filing 
with  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  a  written  application,  with  a  written  statement 
as  to  oiiganization,  financial  coriditibn,  etc.  Tne  requirement  for  registration  is 
different  for  corporations  not  for  profit  and  without  capital  stock.  On  filing  the  appli- 
cation and  statement  required  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  to 
register  the  corporation  or  association. 

The  President,  bjr  the  second  section  of  the  bill,  is  given  power  to  make,  alter,  or 
revoke  the  registration  requirements.  The  bill  next  provides  that  any  corporation 
or  association  so  registered  and  any  person  who  is  a  party  to  any  contract  or  combina- 
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tion  may  file  a  copy  of  the  contract  or  a  written  statement  of  the  combination  with  the 
Commisaioner  of  Corporations,  and  thereupon  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations^ 
with  the  concrrrence  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  may,  on  his  own 
motion  and  without  notice  or  hearing,  enter  an  order  that  such  contract  or  combina- 
tion is  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade,  etc.  If  no  such  order  is  entered  within  3Q 
days  after  filing  copy  of  contract  or  written  statement,  then  no  suit,  prosecution,  or 
pkoceeding  shall  lie  under  the  antitrust  act  on  account  of  such  contract  or  combina- 
tion unless  the  same  is  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade,  etc. 

U  no  copy  of  con  trap  t  or  written  statement  is  filed  or  an  order  of  unreasonableness 
is  maile  and  entered,  then  the  corporation,  association,  or  individual  shall  be  liable 
and  s  biect  to  all  the  provisions  of  the  antitrust  act.  In  case  a  common  carrier,  sub- 
ject to  the  interstate-commerce  act,  is  a  party  to  a  contract  or  combination,  it  may  file 
a  copy  of  the  contract  or  a  written  statement  of  the  combination  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  benefit  of  the  provisions  of  the 
bill.  Thereupon  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  may,  on  its  own  motion, 
without  notice  or  hearing,  enter  an  order  that  the  contract  or  combination  is  in  unrea- 
sonable restraint  of  trade,  etc.  If  no  such  order  is  entered  in  30  days  the  carrier  shall 
be  immune  from  proseci  tion  under  the  antitri  at  act  unless  his  contract  or  combina^ 
tion  be  in  i  nreasonable  restraint  of  trade,  etc.  If  no  copy  of  contract  or  written  state- 
ment is  filed,  or  if  an  order  of  unreasonableness  is  entered,  then  the  carrier  shall  be 
liable  to  all  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

The  difference  between  the  two  classes  of  corporations  is  this — ^that  in  the  case  ol 
common  carriers,  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  is  given  the  power  of  deter-; 
mining  the  question  of  reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  in  the  first  mstance,  while 
88  to  other  corporations  this  power  is  conferred  on  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations. 
In  tiie  one  caee  the  power  of  giving  a  quasi,  or  qualified,  immunity  from  criminal  and 
civil  prosecution  is  conferred  on  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations,  and  in  the  other 
case  on  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission.  In  both  cases  the  power  oi  determin-* 
ing,  without  notice  or  hearing,  whether  a  contract  or  combination  m  general  restraint 
ol  txade  is  reasonable  or  not,  a  power  which,  as  we  have  herein  shown  the  courts  deny 
to  themselves,  is  conlezied  on  the  mere  head  of  a  bureau  in  one  case  and  on  a  special 
body  in  another  case,  and  by  thus  making  civil  and  criminal  prosecution  hinge  on 
Uie  question  of  reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  it  destroys,  as  we  shall  hereafter 
show,  the  provisions  of  the  act  as  to  criminal  prosecutions,  and  renders  them  nugatory, 
and  opens  the  door  wide  to  doubt  and  uncertainty  as  to  civil  prosecutions. 

TM  result  is  that,  technically  as  to  criminal  prosecutions  and  practically  as  to 
civil  prosecutions,  a  dispensing  power,  a  power  of  granting  immunity,  is,  in  the  one 
case,  conferred  on  a  mere  bureau  head,  and  in  the  other  case  on  an  administrative 
body,  and  in  both  cases  without  notice  or  hearing  and  wholly  ex  parte — a  course  of 
procedure  U^at  would  not  be  tolerated  in  any  court  of  our  country. 

One  ol  the  more  important  grievances  and  one  of  the  more  serious  grounds  of  com- 

Slaint  that  the  people  of  England  had  against  James  II  and  his  predecessors  of  the 
[ouse  of  Stuart,  and  which  were  among  the  causes  which  led  to  the  English  Revolu? 
tion  of  1688,  was  that  he  and  they  insisted  upon  and  exercised  the  dispensing  power — 
the  power  ol  granting  immunity  from  the  penal  and  criminal  statutes  of  the  country. 
So  insistent  was  James  on  the  right  to  exercise  this  power  that  when  his  right  was 
questioned,  by  the  best  lawyers,  he  deliberately  changed  the  membership  of  the  court 
of  King's  bench  so  as  to  get  a  decision  in  his  favor,  and  after  having  gotten  such  a 
decision  from  a  remodeled  court  he  proceeded  to  exercise  the  power  in  many  cases. 
But  after  he  was  removed  and  William  and  Mary  had  taken  his  place  on  the  throne 
of  England  the  Parliament  of  England,  in  seating  William  on  the  throne,  in  the  Declara- 
tion of  Rights,  declared,  among  other  things,  that  the  "dispensing  power,  as  lately 
assumed  and  exercised,  had  no  legal  existence.'^  This  was  afterwards  ratified  ana 
confirmed  in  the  Bill  of  Rights.  Macaulay,  in  his  History  of  England,  describes  this 
in  the  following  clear  and  eloquent  words: 

"The  question  of  the  dispensing  power  was  treated  in  a  very  different  maimer,  was 
fully  considered,  and  was  finally  settled  in  the  only  way  in  which  it  could  be  settled. 
The  Declaration  of  Rights  had  gone  no  further  than  to  pronounce  that  the  dispensing 
power,  as  ol  late  exercised,  was  illegal.  That  a  certain  dispensing  power  belongs  to 
the  Cix)wn  was  a  proposition  sanctioned  by  authorities  and  precedents  of  which  even 
Whig  lawyers  could  not  speak  without  respect,  but  as  to  the  precise  extent  of  this 
power  hardly  anv  two  jurists  were  a^eed,  and  every  attempt  to  frame  a  definition 
bad  failed.  At  length  in  the  Bill  of  Rights  tlie  anomalous  prerogative  which  had 
caused  so  many  fierce  disputes  was  absolutely  and  forever  taken  away." 

Shall  we  conler  a  power  upon  the  mere  head  of  a  bureau  that  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land were  iinwilling  to  accord  to  the  King,  and  which  they  regarded  as  a  menace  to 
their  liberties?    To  do  so  would  be  a  most  serious  departure  from  the  fundamental 
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principles  of  our  Government,  and  would  do  violence  to  what  we  conceive  to  be  due 
process  of  law. 

The  bill  further  proposes  to  amend  section  7  of  the  act  by  limiting  the  amount  of 
recovery,  in  a  civil  action  for  injury  to  businesB  to  single,  instead  of  threefold,  dam- 
ages. This  amendment  clearly  diminishes  the  effectiveness  and  deterrent  quidity 
of  the  law.  Mere  naked  compensation  is  not  enoueh  in  such  cases  to  deter  offenders, 
and  it  is  not,  as  a  eeneral  rule,  sufficient  to  make  full  amends  for  tiie  wrong  done  in  all 
its  aspects.  The  oil!  not  only  proposes  to  apply  this  new  rule  as  to  measure  of  dam- 
ages to  future  cases,  but  also  to  all  past  offenses.  The  bill  also  proposes  that  no  pioee- 
cudons  under  the  first  six  sections  of  the  act  shall  be  maintains  for  past  onenses 
unless  the  contract,  or  combination,  be  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade,  etc.  Thia 
would  amount,  technically,  as  to  criminal  cases,  and  practically,  as  to  civil  cases,  to  a 
pardon  and  complete  condonation.  The  bill  further  provides  that  all  prosecutions, 
or  actions,  for  past  offenses  must  be  commenced  withm  a  vear.  There  ta  also  a  pro- 
vision in  the  bill  relative  to  labor  or^nizations,  which,  nowever,  confers  no  other 
or  ereater  privileges  than  they  now  enjoy  under  the  act  as  interpreted  by  the  courts. 
Wabash  Co.  v.  Hannahan  (121  Fed.  R.,  563);  Toledo,  A.  A.  &  W.  M.  Co.  v,  Pennsyl- 
vania Co.  (64  Fed.  R.,  730);  Thomas  v.  Cincinnati,  N.  O.  &  T.  P.  Co.  (62  Fed.  R.,  803). 

The  antitrust  act  makes  it  a  criminal  offense  to  violate  the  law,  ana  provides  a  pun- 
ishment both  by  fine  and  imprisonment.  To  inject  into  the  act  me  question  of 
whether  an  agreement  or  combination  is  reasonable  or  unreasonable  would  render 
the  act  as  a  criminal  or  penal  statute  indefinite  and  uncertain,  and  hence,  to  that 
extent,  utterly  nugatory  and  void,  and  would  practically  amount  to  a  rep<^  of  that 
part  of  the  act.  Justice  Brewer,  in  the  case  of  Tozer  v.  The  United  States  (52  Fed., 
917),  makes  this  perfectly  clear  and  plain.  In  this  case  the  defendant  was  indicted 
for  \dolating  tbe  interstate-commerce  act.    In  stating  the  facts  the  court  sa\s: 

''The  Missouri  Pacific  Co.  charged  the  Chicago,  Burlin^n  &  Quincy  Go.  only  34 
cents  for  carrying  the  sugar  from  Hannibal  to  Hepler,  while  it  charged  the  Hayward 
Grocer  Co.  and  others  living  in  Hannibal  46  cents  for  doing  a  like  work;  and  it  was 
held  (in  the  lower  court)  that  this  constituted  the  givine  to  one  person  an  undue  and 
unreasonable  advantage,  and  subjected  one  to  unjust  and  unreasonable  disadvantage, 
within  the  denunciation  of  section  3  of  the  interstate-commerce  act." 

And  upon  this  the  court  holds: 

''But,  m  order  to  constitute  a  crime,  the  act  must  be  one  which  the  party  is  able  to 
know  in  advance  whether  it  is  criminal  or  not.  The  criminality  of  an  act  can  not 
dex>end  upon  whether  a  jury  may  think  it  reasonable  or  unreasonable.  There  must 
be  some  definiteness  and  certainty.  In  the  case  of  Railway  Company  v.  Dey  (35 
Fed.  Rep.,  866,  876)  I  had  occasion  to  discuss  this  matter,  and  I  quote  therefrom 
as  follows: 

"  'Now,  the  contention  of  complainant  is  that  the  substance  of  these  provisions  is 
that  if  a  railroad  company  charges  an  unreasonable  rate  it  shall  be  deemed  a  criminal 
and  punishable  by  fine,  and  that  such  a  statute  is  too  indefinite  and  uncertain,  no  man 
being  able  to  tell  in  advance  what  in  fact  is,  or  what  anv  jury  will  find  to  be  a  reasonable 
rate.  If  this  were  the  construction  to  be  placed  on  this  act  as  a  whole,  it  would  cer- 
tainly be  obnoxious  to  complainant's  criticism,  for  no  penal  law  can  be  sustained 
unless  its  mandates  are  so  clearly  expressed  that  any  ordinary  person  can  determine  in 
advance  what  he  may  and  what  he  may  not  do  under  it.' '' 

Defendant  was  found  guilty  in  the  lower  court.    The  decision  was  reversed. 

See  also  the  following  cases  bearing  upon  this  point:  Cook  v.  State  (26  Ind.,  278); 
Louisville  &  Nashville  R.  R.  Co.  v.  Commonwealth  (99  Ky.,  132);  Louisville  &  Na^- 
ville  R.  R.  (3o.  v.  Railroad  Commissioners  (16  American  &  English  Railway  Cases,  1); 
Ex  parte  Andrew  Jackson  (45  Ark.,  158). 

And  while  the  same  technical  objection  does  not  apply  to  civil  prosecutions,  the 
injection  of  the  rule  of  reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  would  lead  to  the  great- 
est variableness  and  uncertainty  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  The  defense  of 
reasonable  restraint  would  be  made  in  every  case  and  there  would  be  as  many  differ- 
ent rules  of  reasonableness  as  cases,  courts,  and  juries.  What  one  court  or  jury  might 
deem  unreasonable  another  court  or  jury  might  deem  reasonable.  A  court  or  jury 
in  Ohio  might  find  a  given  agreement  or  combination  reasonable,  while  a  court  and 
jury  in  Wisconsin  might  find  the  same  agreement  and  combination  unreasonable. 

In  the  case  of  the  People  v.  Sheldon  (139  N.  Y.,  264),  Chief  Justice  Andrews  remarks: 

"If  agreements  and  combinations  to  prevent  competition  in  prices  are  or  may  be 
hurtful  to  trade,  the  only  sure  remedy  is  to  prohibit  all  agreements  of  that  character. 
If  the  validity  of  such  an  agreement  was  made  to  depend  upon  actual  proof  of  public 
prejudice  or  injury,  it  would  be  very  difficult  in  any  case  to  establish  the  invalidity, 
although  the  moral  evidence  might  be  very  convincing." 
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The  following  cafiee  take  the  same  ground:  Judd  v.  Harrington  (139  N.  Y.,  105; 
34  N.  E.,  790);  Leonard  v.  Poole  (114  N.  Y.,  371-  21  N.  E.,  707);  De  Witt  Wire-Cloth 
Co.  V.  New  Jersey  Wire-Cloth  Co.  (Com.  PI.,  N.  Y.  Supp.,  277.) 

To  amend  the  antitrust  act,  as  suggested  hy  this  bul,  would  be  to  entirely  emas- 
culate it,  and  for  all  practical  purposes  render  it  nu^tory,  as  a  remedial  statute.  Crim- 
inal prosecutions  would  not  lie  and  civil  remedies  would  labor  under  the  greatest 
doubt  and  uncertainty.  The  act  as  it  exists  is  clear,  comprehensive,  certam,  and 
highly  remedial.  It  practically  covers  the  field  of  Federal  jurisdiction,  and  is  in 
every  respect  a  model  law.  To  destroy  or  undermine  it  at  the  present  juncture,  when 
combinations  are  on  the  increase,  and  appear  to  be  as  oblivious  as  ever  of  the  rights 
of  the  public,  would  be  a  calamity. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  your  committee  recommend  the  indefinite  postponement 
of  the  bill. 

A  copv  of  the  antitrust  act  and  of  said  bill,  S.  6440,  are  hereto  attached  and  made 
a  part  of  this  report. 

AN  ACT  To  protect  trade  and  commeroe  against  unlawful  restraints  and  mcAiopoIies. 

[Shennan  Antitrust  Act.— Act  of  July  2, 1880,  Stats.  36,  oh.  647.] 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Hoiue  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled, 

Sec.  1.  Every  contract,  combination  in  the  form  of  trust  or  otherwise,  or  con- 
spiracy, in  restsnint  of  trade  or  commerce  among  the  several  States,  or  with  foreign 
nations,  is  hereby  declared  to  be  illegal.  Every  person  who  shall  make  any  such 
contract  or  engage  in  any  such  combination  or  conspiracy  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
misdemeanor^  and  on  conviction  thereof  shall  be  pimished  by  fine  not  exceeding 
$5,000  or  by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  one  ^ear,  or  by  both  said  punishments,  in 
the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Sec.  2.  Every  person  who  shall  monopolize,  or  attempt  to  monopolize,  or  combine 
or  conspire  with  any  other  person  or  persons  to  monopolize  any  part  of  the  trade  or 
commerce  among  the  several  States,  or  with  foreien  nations,  shall  be  deemed  guilty 
of  a  misdemeanor,  and,  on  conviction  thereof,  diall  be  pimished  by  fine  not  exceed- 
ing $5,000,  or  by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  by  both  said  punishments, 
in  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Sec.  3.  Every  contract,  combination  in  form  of  trust  or  otherwise,  or  conspiracy, 
in  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  in  any  Territory  of  the  United  States  or  the  District 
of  Columbia,  or  in  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  between  any  such  Territory  and 
another,  or  between  any  such  Territory  or  Territories  and  any  State  or  States  or  the 
District  of  Columbia,  or  with  foreign  nations,  or  between  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
any  State  or  States  or  foreign  nations,  is  hereby  declared  illegal.  Every  person  who 
shall  make  say  such  contract  or  engage  in  any  such  combination  or  conspiracy  diall 
be  deemed  guilty  of  a  misdemeanor,  and,  on  conviction  thereof,  shall  be  punished 
hy  fine  not  exceeding  $5,000,  or  by  imprisonment  not  exceeding  one  year,  or  by  both 
said  punishments,  in  the  discretion  of  the  court. 

Sec.  4.  The  several  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States  are  hereby  invested  with 
jurisdiction  to  prevent  and  restrain  violations  of  this  act;  and  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
several  district  attorneys  of  the  United  States,  in  their  respective  districts,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Attorney-General,  to  institute  proceedings  in  eqi  ity  to  prevent  and 
restrain  such  violations.  Such  proceedings  may  be  by  way  of  petition  setting  forth 
the  case  and  prayiag  that  si^ch  violation  shall  be  enioinea  or  otherwise  prohibited. 
When  the  parties  complained  of  shall  have  J)een  duly  notified  of  such  petition  the 
court  shall  proceed,  as  soon  as  may  be,  to  the  hearine  and  determination  of  the  case; 
and  pending  such  petition  and  before  final  decree,  the  co  rt  may  at  any  time  make 
mich  temporary  restraining  order  or  prohibition  as  shall  be  deemed  just  in  the 
premises. 

Sec  5.  Whenever  it  shall  appear  to  the  court  before  which  any  proceeding  under 
section  four  of  this  act  may  be  pending,  that  the  ends  of  justice  require  that  other 
parties  should  be  brought  before  the  court^  the  court  may  ca*  se  them  to  be  summoned 
whether  they  reside  in  the  district  in  which  the  coi  rt  is  held  or  not;  and  subpoenas 
to  that  end  may  be  served  in  any  district  by  the  marshal  thereof. 

Sec  6.  Any  property  owned  imder  any  contract  or  by  any  combination,  or  pur- 
saant  to  any  conspiracy  (and  being  the  subject  thereof)  mentioned  in  section  one  of 
this  act,  and  being  in  the  course  of  transportation  from  one  State  to  another,  or  to  a 
foreign  country,  shall  be  forfeited  to  the  United  States,  and  may  be  seized  and  con- 
demned b^  Uke  proceedings  as  those  provided  by  law  for  the  forfeiture,  seizure,  and 
condemnation  of  property  imported  into  the  United  States  contrary  to  law. 
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Sec.  7.  Any  person  who  shall  be  injuied  in  his  bu^inM  qt  pioperty  by  i(ny  Qther 
person  or  corporation  by  reason  of  anything  forbidden  or  declarea  tp  be  m^IawfL)  by 
this  act  may  sue  tJierefor  in  any  circuit  court  pf  the  United  States  in  the  district  ^ 
which  the  defendant  resides  or  is  found,  without  respect  to  the  amount  ii^  cpntrpyeny, 
and  shall  recover  threefold  the  damages  by  him  sustained  and  t|ie  costs  pf  9u|t,  inplug- 
ing  a  reasonable  attorney's  fee. 

Sec  8.  That  the  word  "perspn,"  or  "persons,"  wherever  uspd  in  th|s  fwt  ^M]  b© 
dpemed  to  include^  corporations  and  associations  existing  lindjsr  or  authopzed  oy  thci 
laws  of  either  the  United  States,  the  laws  of  any  of  tl^e  Tepitoriea,  the  \s^w9  pi  a^y 
State,  or  the  laws  of  any  foreign  country.  .     • 

Approved,  July  2,  1890. 

A  BILL  To  regulate  commeroe  among  the  several  States  or  with  foreign  nations,  and  to  amend  tbe  act 
approved  July  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  entitled  "An  act  to  protect  trade  and  comnili^oe 
Against  unlawful  restraints  and  monopoUeb.'^  *  «... 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America 
in  Congress  assembled,  Th^t  the  act  apprqved  July  second,  eighteen  hundred  and 
ninety,  entitled  '*An  act  to  protect  traae  and  commerce  against  unlawful  restraints 
and  monopolies, '^  be,  ai^d  hereby  the  s&me  is,  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  of  said 
act  the  following  sections: 

**Sec.  8.  That  any  corporation  or  association  a£fected  by  this  act,  but  not  subject 
to  the  act  approved  February  fourth,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-seven,  entitled 
*An  act  to  regulate  commerce,'  or  the  acts  amendatory  thereof  or  supplemental 
thereto,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  benefits  and  immunities  in  this  act  hereinafter  ^vei^, 
if  and  when  it  shall  register  as  herein  provided,  and  shall  comply  with  the  lequireT 
ments  of  this  act,  hereinafter  set  forth,  but  not  otherwise. 

"Such  registration,  by  a  corporation  or  association  for  profit  an4  having  capital 
stock,  may  be  effected  by  filing  with  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  a  written 
application  therefor,  together  wiSb  a  written  statement  setting  forth  such  infonnatipn 
concerning  the  organization  of  such  corporation  or  association,  its  financial  condition^, 
its  contracts,  and  its  corporate  proceedings,  as  may  be  prescribed  bj[  ^peral  regular 
tions  from  time  to  time  to  be  made  by  the  President  pursuant  to  this  act;  and  sucli 
registration  by  a  corporation  or  association  not  for  profit  and  without  capital  stoplf 
may  be  effected  by  nling  with  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  a  written  applici^- 
tion  therefor,  together  with  a  written  statement  setting  forth,  first,  its  charter  or 
afixeement  of  association  and  by-laws;  second,  the  place  of  its  principal  office;  an<J,- 
third,  the  names  of  its  directors  or  managing  officers,  and  standing  committees,  if 
any,  with  their  residences. 

"Thereupon  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  shall  rpgi^ter  such  corporation  pr 
association  uncler  this  act.  In  case  any  corporation  or  associatipn  so  rpgistered  shall 
refuse  or  shall  fail  at  any  time  to  file  tlie  statements  or  to  ^ve  the  information  require^ 
under  this  act,  or  to  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  act,  or  in  case  information 
fumislied  by  it  shall  be  false  in  any  material  particular,  the  Commissioner  of  Corpon^- 
tions  shall  have  power  to  cancel  the  registration  of  such  corporation  or  association  after 
thirty  days'  notice  in  writing  to  such  corporation  or  association.  Any  corporation  or 
association  aggrieved  by  such  action  of  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  may  apply  to 
the  supreme  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  in  a  suit  or  proceeding  in  equity,  for 
such  relief  in  the  premises  as  may  be  proper,  and  said  a)urt  shall  have  jurisdiction 
to  hear  and  determine  such  application,  subject  to  appeal  as  in  other  causes  in  equity. 

"Sec  9.  That  the  President  shall  have  power  to  make,  alter,  and  revoke,  and  from 
time  to  time,  in  his  discretion,  he  shall  make,  alter,  and  revoke  regulations  prescrib- 
ing what  facts  shall  be  set  forth  in  the  statements  to  be  filed  with  the  Commissioner 
of  Corporations  by  corporations  and  associations  for  profit  and  having  capital  stock 
applying  for  registration  under  this  act,  and  what  information  thereafter  shall  be 
furnished  by  such  corporations  and  associations  so  registered,  and  he  may  prescribe 
the  manner  of  registration  and  of  cancellation  of  registration. 

"Nothing  in  this  act  shall  require  the  filing  of  contracts  or  agreements  of  corpora- 
tions or  associations  not  for  profit  or  without  capital  stock,  and  such  corporations  and 
associations  while  registeredf  hereunder,  and  the  members  thereof,  shall  oe  entitled  to 
all  the  benefits  and  immunities  given  by  this  act,  excepting  such  as  are  given  by  section 
ten  and  section  eleven,  without  filing  such  contracts  or  agreements;  but  from  time  to 
time  every  such  corporation  or  association  shall  file  with  the  Commissioner  of  Corpo- 
rations, when  and  as  called  for  by  him,  a  revised  statement  giving,  as  of  a  date  specified 
by  him,  such  information  as  is  required  tp  bp  given  at  the  time  of  original  registration 
under  section  eight  of  this  act. 

"Sec.  10.  That  any  corporation  or  association  roistered  under  this  act,  and  ipiy 
person  not  a  common  earner  under  the  provisions  of  the  said  act  approved  February 
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iourth,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-seven,  or  the  acts  amendatory  thereof  or  supple- 
mental thereto,  being  a  party  to  a  contract  or  combination  hereafter  made,  other  t£an 
a  contract  or  combination  with  a  common  carrier  filed  under  section  eleven  of  this  act, 
may  file  with  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations  a  copy  thereof,  if  the  same  be  in 
writing,  or  if  not  in  writing,  a  statement  setting  forth  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof, 
together  with  a  notice  that  such  filing  is  made  for  the  purpose  of  obtainiug  the  benefit 
of  the  provisions  of  this  section.  Thereupon  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  of  his  own  motion  and  with- 
out notice  or  hearing,  or  after  notice  and  hearing,  as  the  commissioner  may  deem 
proper,  may  enter  an  order  declaring  that  in  his  judgment  such  contract  or  combina- 
tion is  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  among  the  several  States  or 
with  foreign  nations. 

*'  If  no  such  order  shall  be  made  within  thirty  days  after  the  filing  of  such  contract  or 
written  statement,  no  prosecution,  suit,  or  proceeding  by  the  United  States  shall  lie 
under  the  first  six  sections  of  this  act,  for  or  on  account  of  such  coq tract  or  combina- 
tion, unless  the  same  be  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  among  the 
seveoral  States  or  with  foreign  nations;  but  the  United  States  may  institute,  maintain, 
or  prosecute  a  suit,  proceeding,  or  prosecution  under  the  first  six  sections  of  said  act 
for  or  on  account  of  any  such  contract  or  combination  hereafter  made,  of  which  a  copy 
or  written  statement  shall  not  have  been  filed  as  aforesaid,  or  as  to  which  an  oroer 
shall  have  been  entered  as  above  provided. 

'*No  corporation  or  association  for  profit  or  having  capital  stock,  and  re^stered  under 
this  act,  toat  hereafter  shall  make  a  combination  or  consolidation  with  any  other 
corporation  or  association,  shall  be  entitled  to  continue  its  registration  under  this  act, 
imless  without  delay  it  shall  file  with  the  Commissioner  of  Coiporations,  pursuant  and 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  section,  a  statement  setting  forth  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  such  combination  or  consolidation,  together  with  a  notice  as  hereinabove 
provided. 

''Sec.  11.  That  any  common  carrier  under  the  provisions  of  the  said  act  approved 
February  fourth,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighty-seven,  or  the  acts  amendatory  thereof 
or  supplemental  thereto,  being  a  party  to  a  contract  or  combination  hereafter  made, 
or  any  other  party  to  such  contract  or  combination,  may  file  with  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission  a  copy  thereof,  if  the  same  bo  in  writing,  or,  if  not  in  writing,  a 
statement  setting  forth  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  together  with  a  notice  that^ 
such  filingis  m»ie  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  benefit  of  the  proviEdons  of  this 
section.  Thereupon  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  of  its  own  motion  and 
without  notice  or  hearing,  or  after  notice  and  hearing,  as  said  commission  may  deem 
proper,  may  enter  an  order  declaring  that  in  its  judgment  such  contract  or  combina- 
tion is  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade  or  commerce  among  the  several  States  or 
with  foreign  nations.  If  no  such  order  shall  be  made  within  thirty  days  after  the 
filing  d  such  contract  or  written  statement,  no  prosecution,  suit,  or  proceeding  by 
the  United  States  shall  lie  under  the  first  six  sections  of  this  act,  for  or  on  account  of 
such  contract  or  combination,  unless  the  same  be  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade 
or  commerce  among  the  several  States  or  with  foreign  nations,  but  the  United  States 
may  institute,  maintain,  or  prosecute  a  suit,  proceeding,  or  prosecution  under  the 
first  six  sections  of  said  act  tor  or  on  account  of  any  such  contract  or  combination 
hereafter  made,  of  which  a  copy  or  written  statement  shall  not  have  been  filed  as 
aforesaid,  or  as  to  which  an  order  shall  have  been  entered  as  above  provided. " 

Sec.  2.  That  section  seven  of  the  said  act  approved  July  second,  eighteen  hundred 
and  ninety  is  hereby  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

**8ec.  7.  That  any  person  who  shall  be  injured  in  his  business  or  property  by  any 
other  person  or  corporation  by  reason  of  anything  forbidden  or  declared  to  be  unlawful 
by  this  act  may  sue  therefor  in  any  circuit  court  of  the  United  States  in  the  district 
in  which  the  defendant  resides  or  is  found,  without  respect  to  the  amount  in  contro- 
versy, and  shall  recover  the  damages  by  him  sustained  and  the  costs  of  suit,  including 
a  reasonable  attorney's  fee." 

Sec.  3.  That  in  any  suit  for  damages  under  section  seven  of  the  said  act  approved 
July  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  based  upon  a  right  of  action  accruing  prior 
to  the  passage  of  this  act,  the  plaintiff  shall  be  entitled  to  recover  only  the  damages 
by  him  sustained  and  the  costs  of  suit,  including  a  reasonable  attorney's  fee;  and  no 
suit  for  damages  under  said  section  seven  of  the  said  act,  based  upon  a  right  pf  action 
accrtdng  prior  to  the  passage  of  this  act,  shall  be  maintained  unless  the  same  ahsdl  be 
commenced  within  one  year  after  the  passage  of  this  act. 

Nothing  in  said  act  approved  3n\y  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  or  in  this 
act,  is  intended,  nor  shall  any  provision  thereof  hereafter  be  enforced,  so  as  to  inter- 
fere with  or  to  restrict  any  right  of  employees  to  strike  for  any  purpose  not  unlawful 
at  common  law  or  to  combine  or  to  contract  with  each  other  or  with  employers  for  the 
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purpose  of  obtaining  from  emplovers  peaceably  or  by  any  means  not  unlawful  at  com- 
mon  law  satififactory  terms  for  their  labor  or  satisfactory  conditions  of  employment, 
or  so  as  to  interfere  with  or  to  restrict  any  right  of  employers  for  any  purpose  not 
unlawful  at  common  law  to  discharge  all  or  any  of  their  employees  or  to  combine  or 
to  contract  with  each  other  or  with  employees  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  labor  on 
satisfactory  terms  peaceably  or  by  any  means  not  unlawful  at  common  law. 

Sec.  4.  That  no  suit  or  prosecution  by  the  United  States  under  the  first  six  sections 
of  the  said  act  approved  July  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  shall  hereafter 
be  begun  for  or  on  account  of  any  contract  or  combination  made  prior  to  the  passage 
of  this  act,  or  any  action  thereunder/  unless  the  same  be  in  imreasonable  restraint 
of  trade  or  commerce  among  the  several  States  or  with  foreign  nations;  and  no  suit 
or  prosecution  by  the  United  States  imder  the  first  six  sections  of  the  said  act  approved 
July  second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  shall  be  begim  after  one  year  nom  the 
passage  of  this  act  for  or  on  account  of  any  contract  or  combination  made  prior  to  the 
passage  of  this  act,  or  any  action  thereunder ;  but  no  corporation  or  association  author- 
ized to  register  under  section  eight  of  the  said  act  approved  July  second,  eighteen 
hundred  and  ninety,  as  amended,  shall  be  entitled  to  the  benefit  of  this  immunity 
if  it  shall  have  failea  so  to  register,  or  if  the  registration  of  such  corporation  or  associa- 
tion shall  have  been  cancelea  before  the  expiration  o(  one  year  after  such  registration, 
exclusive  of  the  period,  if  any,  during  whicu  such  cancellation  shall  have  been  stayed 
by  an  order  or  decree  of  court  subsequently  vacated  or  set  aside.  Anything  herein 
contained  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  all  actions  and  proceedings  now  or  here- 
tofore pending  imder  or  by  virtue  of  any  provision  of  the  said  act  approved  July 
second,  eighteen  hundred  and  ninety,  may  be  prosecuted  and  may  be  defended  to 
final  effect;  and  all  judgments  and  decrees  heretofore  or  hereafter  made  in  any  such 
actions  or  proceedings  may  be  enforced  in  the  same  manner  as  though  this  act  had 
not  been  passed . 

Senator  Cummins.  Now,  go  on. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  at  that  time  I  asked  from  Senator  Nelson 
the  privilege  of  sending  out  a  number  of  copies,  to  frank  out  a  number 
of  copies  to  the  leading  members  of  our  organization,  of  the  adverse 
report,  which  request  I  think  he  granted. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  your  association  favorable  to  or  opposed 
to  the  amendment  which  is  covered  by  that  report  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  I  understood  it,  they  did  not  want  the  Sherman 
law  amended.  They  were  unfavorable  to  any  amendment  to  the 
Sherman  law. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  amendment  proposed,  and  upon  which 
this  report  was  made,  was  what,  as  you  remember  it  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  I  did  not  read  the  report  at  that  time.  Senator,  and 
I  have  not  read  it  since. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  one  which  practically  proposed  to  put 
the  word  '^reasonable''  before  the  word    restraint'*  in  the  antitrust  , 
law? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  Senator  Nelson  explained  that  to  me,  that 
that  was  the  word  they  wanted  to  put  in  there,  that  Seth  Low  and 
others  wanted;  and  that  it  was  not  put  in  the  report,  as  I  under- 
stood it. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  remember  that  Mr.  Seth  Low,  repre- 
senting the  National  Federation 

Mr.  MULHALL.  The  Civic  Federation. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  remember  that  Mr.  Seth  Low,  representing 
the  Civic  Federation,  had  presented  a  proposed  change  in  the  anti- 
tnist  law,  and  that  there  had  been  another  amendment  proposed 
that  simply  amended  the  law  by  inserting  the  word  ^treasonable" 
or  ** unreasonable''  before  the  word  '^restraint."  Do  you  remember 
upon  which  of  those  propositions  this  report  w^as  made  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  word  *' reasonable,"  if  I  remember  right.  Sen- 
ator. 
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Senator  Cummins.  And  do  you  say  that  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  were  opposed  to  that  amendment  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  any  amendment  of  the  Sherman  Act,  yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  How  did  you  get  your  information  to  the  effect 
that  your  employer,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  was 
opposed  to  that  amendment?  ^ 

ilr.  MuLHALL.  Through  the  chief  lobbyist  here  in  Washington, 
Mr.  Emery.  I  worked  strictly  under  all  his  orders  and  all  his  direc- 
tions; even,  in  fact 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  Mr. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Let  me  finish  that,  if  vou  please,  Senator.  While 
doing  lobby  work  here  I  was  even  held  down  to  orders  so  strictly 
that  even  when  I  knew  at  one  time  a  very  important  measure  came 
up  in  the  House  which  might  be  stopped  by  three  or  four  Members,  I 
first  had  to  hunt  up  Mr.  Emery  all  over  Washington,  and  I  found 
him  in  the  Capitol,  and  did  not  dare  even  assume  myself  the  stoppage 
of  that  bill  without  consulting  with  Mr.  Emery.  So  I  was  woridng 
under  strict  orders. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  the  conclusion  is  that  you  had  it  from  Mr. 
Emery  that  the  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers were  opposed  to  amending  the  antitrust  law  so  as  to  insert  the 
word  "unreasonable"  before  the  word  "restraint''  in  that  law. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  know  this,  Senator:  I  know,  as  I  have  stated 
before,  that  I  did  not  go  into  the  law  questions.  I  am  not  capable,  in 
fact,  of  going  into  the  law  questions  of  that  bill  or  any  other  bill — in 
fact,  did  not  have  time  to  read  over  bills — but  I  know  I  took  orders 
from  Mr.  Emery  on  that  matter,  and  I  know  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  was  entirely  opposed  to  any  amendment  of  the  Sher- 
man law. 

Senator  Cummins.  Senator  Nelson  had  made  this  report  on  behalf 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  three  days  before  you  called  upon  him  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  say  that,  Senator.  I  do  not  know  how 
many  days. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  therefore  your  call,  I  assume,  was  not  to 
influence  his  action  in  any  respect. 

M^*.  MuLHALL.  Not  at  all.  Not  in  any  sense,  shape,  or  form.  I 
simply  called  for  information. 

Senator  Cummins.  Will  you  state  again  what  information? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  information  of  how  that  bill  had  been  amended, 
and  if  it  had  passed  the  Judiciary  Committee,  as  Senator  Nelson 
stated — if  it  had  come  out  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  it  the  amendment  that  was  treated  of  in 
this  report  that  you  referred  to  when  you  said  in  your  letter: 

I  know  that  you  will  be  delighted  to  hear  that  all  amendments  to  the  Shennaa  law 
are  placed  at  rest  for  this  session  and  the  next  session  of  Congress. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  So  I  understood  from  Senator  Nelson,  that  there 
would  be  no  further  amendments  to  that  bill. 

Senator  Cummins.  But,  then,  the  amendments  that  you  speak  of 
in  the  letter  are  the  amendments  that  are  treated  of  in  this  report 
which  had  been  made  three  days  before. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  said  I  did  not  go  into  the  details  of  the  bill  itself, 
Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  seems  very  likely. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  took  the  Senator's  statements  as  facts,  and  so 
reported. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suggest  that  the  letter,  No.  2425,  which  purports 
to  give 

Senator  Cummins.  There  is  nothing  in  No.  2419  that  I  care  to 
examine  upon. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  merely  suggest  that  No.  2425  would  enlighten 
you  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  association. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  your  letter  marked  2423,  2424,  you  state — 

The  Senator  came  out  and  took  me  to  his  room  and  gave  me  a  complete  statement 
of  what  took  place  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  before  they  made  their  adverse  report. 

Do  you  refer  there  to  the  same  report  of  which  we  have  spoken  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  do.  That  is  the  only  report  I  got  from 
that  committee,  the  report  that  I  sent  out  and  mailed  to  St.  liouis 
and  other  offices  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  now  say  that  Senator  Nelson  gave  you 
a  complete  statement  of  what  took  place  in  the  Judiciary  Committee 
before  that  committee  made  its  adverse  report? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  it  is  in  that  report,  I  will  say  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  that  there  was  a  hearing  before  a 
subcommittee,  of  which  Senator  Nelson  was  the  chairman,  with  re- 
gard to  the  proposed  amendment? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  do  not. 

Senator  Cummins.  Probably  a  hearing  of  some  length  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  that  it  was  considered  at  very 
great  length  before  the  Judiciary  Committee  ? 

Mr.  Mui-HALL.  I  know  that  the  bill  was  before  the  committee  for  a 
long  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  do  you  mean  when  you  say  that  Senator 
Nelson  gave  you  a  complete  report  of  what  took  place  ? 

Mr.  MUI.HALL.  I  mean  about  the  final  passage  of  the  bill  before  the 
committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  mean  that  he  gave  you  the  substance  of 
the  arguments  made  by  the  various  members  of  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  No;  l  do  not  mean  anything  of  the  kind. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  mean  that  ne  tola  you  how  each  member 
of  the  committee  voted  upon  the  proposed  amendment  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  tnat  subject. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  you  are  not  clear  upon  that,  and  feel  sure  that 
he  did  not  attempt  to  relate  the  arguments  made  by  the  various  mem- 
bers of  the  committee,  what  did  you  mean  when  you  said  that  he  gave 
you  a  complete  statement  of  what  occurred  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  the  final  passage  of  the  bill,  as  I  remember. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  mean  the  final  vote  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee  on  the  proposed  report  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  does  not  answer  my  question  very  clearly. 
He  did  not  give  you  the  arguments  that  the  two  sides  used,  and  he  did 
not  give  you  the  names  of  the  Senators  who  voted  one  way  or  the 
other.     What  did  he  give  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  that  at  one  interview  I  had  with  Sena^ 
tor  Nelson,  which  lasted  something  over  half  an  hour,  it  was  a  very 
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Pleasing  and  pleasant  interview,  as  I  stated  before  in  my  letter, 
'hat  letter,  I  believe,  is  dated  1909,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes;  in  January,  1909,  this  letter  was  written. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Do  you  expect  me  to  give  you  a  complete  statement 
of  my  interview  with  Senator  Nelson  at  that  time,  and  to  remember  it  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  I  should  be  very  much  surprised  if  vou  could. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  I  could,  or  that  anybody  else  on 
God's  earth  would  expect  me  to  do  it.  I  am  giving  it  to  the  best  of 
my  knowledge  at  that  time,  and  I  was  when  i  said  I  put  that  in  my 
report  and  that  my  reports  to  that  organization  were  so  accurate 
and  correct  that  I  was  ready  and  willing  at  any  time  to  swear  to  any 
report  that  I  sent  in. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  you  are  charging  Senator  Nelson  with 
giving  vou  an  account  and  a  full  statement  of  what  happened  before 
the  Judiciarjr  Committee  at  the  time  the  committee  voted  upon  the 
report.  While  you  could  not  remember  the  details,  I  assume  you 
ca^ainly  can  remember  the  character  of  the  statement  made  to  you 
by  Senator  Nelson. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  state,  as  I  stated  before,  that  the  interview  was 
pleasant.  I  believe  the  Senator  was  anxious — he  made  some  in- 
quiries concerning  the  workings  of  the  oi^anization  and  the  organize^ 
tion,  and  it  was  I  beUeve,  at  my  second  interview  with  Senator 
Nelson  that  I  had  the  pleasant  interview,  and  the  details  of  that 
interview  I  could  not  state  any  further  than  I  state  in  my  report; 
but  if  I  have  written  it  in  ray  report  at  that  time  I  will  stand  by  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  are  not  willing  to  swear  that  Senator  Nelson 
related  to  you  what  the  various  members  had  said  in  the  debate  upon 
the  report  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  know  that  the  Senator  did  not  do  anything 
of  the  kind. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  are  not  wiUing  to  swear  that  he  told  you 
at  that  time  how  the  members  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  voted  on 
the  report  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  he  did  tell  me  how  they  voted. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  think  he  did  ? 

]Vfr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  now  carry  in  your  mind  how  they  voted  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  do  not.  I  do  not  even  carry  in  my  mind  the 
members  of  the  committee. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  do  not  remember  the  members  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  if  I  go  back  to  notes  and  records  and  letters. 
It  would  be  a  mighty  easy  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  who  constituted  the  subcom- 
mittee that  considered  this  amendment  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.   No. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  that  made  its  report  to  the  fuU  committee  f 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  remember  at  the  present  time.  I  did  at 
that  time,  certainly. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  are  now  willing  to  swear  that  Senator 
Nelson  did  teU  you  how  the  members  of  the  committee  voted  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  my  best  belief;  yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  see  in  one  of  your  letters  that  you  refer  to 
Senator  Nelson  as  the  chairman  of  tne  Judiciary  Committee.  You 
know,  or  Imew,  that  he  was  not  the  chairman  of  the  committee  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  he  was  the  chairman,  as  I  understood  it  at 
that  time,  of  the  8ubconm[iittee  that  had  that  bill  before  it. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  subcommittee  before  that  time — before  you 
saw  Senator  Nelson  at  all — had  considered  the  amendment,  had  made 
its  report  to  the  full  committee,  and  the  full  committee  had  made  its 
report  to  the  Senate.  Therefore  you  probably  did  not  refer  to  him 
as  the  chairman  of  the  subcommittee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  that  I  did,  Senator.  I  referred  to 
him,  I  think,  as  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  but  I  may  be  wrong 
on  tJiat.  I  think  it  was  the  subcommittee,  since  I  have  been  ques- 
tioned on  the  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  he  was  not  the  chairman  of 
the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  do  not  desire  to  make  any  further  examinajbion  at 
this  time,  but  I  will  ask  the  committee  to  allow  Senator  Nelson  to  now 
take  the  witness  stand. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  ask  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  to  inform  Senator 
Nelson  we  are  ready. 

Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment  before  that  is  done.  I  do  not 
understand  this  language  to  mean  that  Senator  Nelson  told  him  before 
a  report  was  made  what  took  place  in  the  Judiciary  Committee — that 
is,  tnat  before  a  report  had  been  made  at  all  Senator  Nelson  told  him 
about  it — ^but  I  understand  the  language  to  mean  that  at  some  time 
Senator  Nelson  told  him  what  had  happened  before  the  report  was 
made. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  would  not  so  construe  it.  However,  we  wiU 
know  from  Senator  Nelson  what  he  remembers  about  It. 

Senator  Reed.  But  the  report  clearly  shows,  and  the  letter  shows, 
that  the  report  was  actually  printed  and  ready  for  distribution  before 
the  date  of  this  letter. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  report  was  printed  three  days  before  the 
data  when  Mr.  Mulhall  says  he  had  his  first  interview. 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  of  course  that  report  states  fully  the  rea- 
sons for  the  conclusion,  but  it  does  not  state  what  happened  in  the 
Judiciary  Committee  at  the  time  the  report  was  acted  on. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this,  further,  that 
this  report  made  by  Senator  Nelson  shows  that  he  stood  against  an 
amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act,  which  amendment  it  is  generaUy 
believed  would  have  emasculated  the  act;  and  that  is  stated  in  this 
report.     I  read  from  the  report: 

The  antitrust  act  makes  it  a  criminal  ofFense  to  violate  the  la^  and  provides  punish- 
ment both  by  fine  and  imprisonment.  To  inject  into  the  act  the  question  of  whetiier 
an  a^eement  or  combination  is  reasonable  or  unreasonable  would  render  the  act  as  a 
criminal  or  penal  statute  indefinite  and  uncertain,  and  hence  to  that  extent  utterly 
nugatory  ana  void,  and  would  practically  amount  to  a  repeal  of  that  part  of  the  act. 

The  statement  which  I  have  just  read  is  followed  by  a  citation  of 
authorities,  and  a  little  later  on,  in  concluding,  the  report  states: 

To  amend  the  antitrust  act,  as  suggested  by  this  bill,  would  be  to  entirely  emasculate 
it,  and  for  all  practical  purposes  render  it  nugatory  as  a  remedial  statute. 

There  is  more  to  the  same  effect,  so  that  Senator  Nelson  plainly 
was  against  weakening  the  Sherman  Act. 
Senator  Cummins.  Tertainlv. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3007 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  read  this  brief  many  times,  and  have  always 
regarded  it  as  a  very  great  document. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  was  an  insistent  and  persistent  champion 
of  the  Sherman  Act  from  the  beginning. 

The  Chairman.  I  understand  you  to  say,  Mr.  Mulhall,  that  you 
did  not  go  into  Senator  Nelson^s  office  for  the  purpose  of  influencing 
him  at  adl,  but  simplj  to  find  out  how  he  stood. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  simply  went  there  on  an  errand  to  find  out  where 
the  bill  was,  and  never  saw  the  Senator,  as  I  stated  to  him  the  other 
day,  three  times  altogether — never  saw  him  since  then. 

The  Chairman.  I  notice  that  you  called  on  all  of  the  members  of  the 
House  of  Representatives,  including  some  members  from  the  State 
of  North  Carolina,  my  own  State.  Did  yov  go  there  for  the  purpose 
of  influencing  them,  or  simply  to  find  out  how  they  stood  on  the  tariff 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  find  out  how  they  stood  on  the  tariff  bill;  and 
where  I  had  an  opportunity,  I  went  and  questioned  them  as  to  how 
thev  stood  on  labor  Questions.  Where  I  found  a  Member  would  talk 
ancf  was  ready  to  talk,  I  went  further  and  inquired  how  he  stood  on 
labor  questions. 

The  Chairman.  Just  to  get  the  information,  and  not  to  influence 
them  at  all  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  not  to  influence  them  in  any  sense  at  all. 

The  Chairman.  You  were  doing  that  under  the  direction  of  Mr. 
Emery? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  doing  that  when  I  was  seeking  information 
about  the  tariff  commission  strictly  on  instructions  from  St.  Louis; 
yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  All  of  these  references  with  which  Senator  Nel- 
son's name  has  been  connected  appear  to  bear  upon  this  report. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  ever  having  waited  upon  Senator 
Nelson  in  connection  with  any  other  piece  of  legislation  s 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No.  I  never  called  on  Senator  Nelson  except  on 
that  one  measure;  and  I  do  not  believe  I  would  have  called  upon  him 
then,  except  for  the  fact  that  I  was  requested  to  do  so  by  my  chief 
in  Wi^hington. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  that  was  with  reference  to  the  report  which 
had  already  been  made  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Had  you  any  acquaintance  with  Senator  Nelson 
prior  to  that  time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir.  I  believe  I  sent  in  my  card  to  the  Sen- 
ator on  my  first  interview,  and  later  on,  after,  as  I  stated,  quite  a 
wait  in  his  outside  office,  I  was  admitted  to  the  inside  room. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all. 

(At  this  point  Senator  Nelson  entered  the  hearing  room.) 

The  Chairman.'  Mr.  Mulhall,  here  is  Senator  Nelson,  who  now 
desires  to  make  a  statement.     You  may  stand  aside  for  the  present. 


^ 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  am  already  sworn. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mulhall's  letters,  so  far  as  they  bear  any  relation 
to  me,  relate  mainly  to  my  report  on  the  antitrust  law,  and  if  the 
committee  will  bear  with  me,  I  will  give  the  committee  a  little  bit  of 
the  genesis  of  that  report. 

After  the  decision  in  the  case  of  the  Northern  Securities  Co.,  a 
sort  of  publicity  campaign  appeared  in  the  newspapers  in  various 
forms  in  favor  of  amending  tne  antitrust  law.  The  articles  were 
all  to  the  effect  that  the  law  was  uncertain;  that  big  business  interests 
would  not  know  what  to  do.  They  were  all  anxious  to  comply  with 
the  law,  but  there  was  nothing  definite;  it  was  va^e  and  indefinite. 
The  law  ought  to  be  amended  so  that  they  would  know  what  they 
could  do  and  what  they  could  not  do.  This  agitation  kept  on 
growing  until  finally,  in  the  fall  of  1908,  in  the  presidential  cam- 
paign of  that  year.  President  Taft,  in  one  of  his  speeches  came  out 
and  advocated  the  amendment  of  the  antitrust  law. 

In  the  meantime,  before  that,  President  Roosevelt  in  his  last 
annual  message,  and  in  the  message  that  he  sent  during  the  last 
session  of  Congress  during  which  he  was  President,  had  advocated 
the  amendment  of  the  law.  I  have  here  his  message  of  Januanr  31, 
1908,  a  special  message  to  Congress,  which  is  printed  as  Senate  Docu- 
ment No.  213,  Sixtieth  Congress,  first  session,  and  I  will  quote  a 
little  from  it: 

In  reference  to  the  Sherman  antitrust  law,  I  repeat  the  recommendations  made  in 
my  message  at  the  opening  of  the  present  Congress,  as  well  as  in  my  message  to  the 
previous  Congress. 

I  will  not  stop  to  read  all  of  it.     It  says,  further: 

The  law  should  correct  that  portion  of  the  Sherman  Act  which  prohibits  all  com- 
binations of  the  character  above  described,  whether  they  be  reasonable  or  unreason- 
able; but  this  should  be  done  only  as  part  of  a  general  scheme  to  provide  for  this 
effective  and  thoroughgoing  supervision  by  the  National  Government  of  all  the 
operations  of  the  big  interstate  business  concerns. 

I  will  now  quote  from  a  speech  of  President  Taft,  contained  in  a 
volume  published  by  Dodd,  Mead  &  Co.  in  1908,  the  title  of  which  is 
Present  I)ay  Problems :  A  Collection  of  Addresses  Delivered  on  Vari- 
ous Occasions  by  W»lliam  H.  Taft.  I  will  quote  from  only  one  speech 
here.  There  are  other  speeches  bearing  on  the  same  question,  but 
I  will  quote  from  but  this  one.  This  is  from  his  s{>eech  of  August  19, 
1911,  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  during  the  presidential  campaign.  I  read 
from  page  180,  as  follows: 

I  am  inclined  to  the  opinion  that  the  time  is  near  at  hand  for  an  amendment  of 
the  antitrust  law,  defining  in  more  detail  the  evils  against  which  it  is  aimed,  making 
clearer  the  distinction  between  lawful  agreements  reasonably  restraining  trade  and 
those  which  are  pernicious  in  their  effect,  and  particularly  denoimcing  the  various 
devices  for  monopolizing  trade  which  prosecutions  and  investigations  liave  shown 
to  be  used  in  actual  practice. 

I  read  only  that  part  of  it.     There  is  more  on  the  same  subject. 

In  the  first  session  of  the  Sixtieth  Congress  there  were  introduced 
several  bills  relating  to  amendments  to  the  Sherman  antitrust  law. 
One  was  Senate  bul  6440,  introduced  by  Senator  Warner  of  Mis- 
souri, but  it  was  really  a  bill  that  Mr.  Seth  Low  of  New  York  fathered; 
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and  it  was  told  around  the  committee,  and  it  was  common  talk, 
that  the  bill  had  been  prepared  by  the  attorney  of  the  Steel  Trust, 
ilr.  Stetson  of  New  York.  Whether  that  is  so  or  not  I  can  not  say. 
That  first  bill  was  a  very  lon^  and  rather  complicated  bUl. 

Then  there  was  introduced  by  Senator  Foraker  a  bill  relating  to 
the  same  subject,  which  aimed  principally  at  legalizing  all  restramts 
that  were  reasonable.     The  Foraker  bill  was  S.  6331. 

Then  there  were  two  minor  bills. 

One  was  introduced  by  Senator  Dick,  S.  6900.  I  have  here  that 
bill,  and  I  shall  later  on  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  it. 
My  impression  is  that  it  was  a  bill  simply  relating  to  labor  organiza- 
tions, and,  I  think,  to  farmers. 

Then  Senator  Smith,  of  Michigan,  introduced  another  bill,  S.  6913. 
I  think  that  was  limited  to  labor  organizations.  I  will  call  attention 
to  it  later  on. 

These  four  bills  were  referred  to  a  subcommittee  consisting  of 
myself  as  chairman,  and  Senators  Depew,  Dillingham,  Bacon  of 
Georgia,  and  Clarke  of  Arkansas. 

Inasmuch  as  we  understood  the  first  bill,  the  Warner  bill,  to  be  the 
administration  bill — the  Roosevelt  bill — ^we  devoted  most  of  our 
time  to  that,  and  we  had  considerable  hearings  before  the  subcom- 
mittee. Here  is  a  book  containing  the  record  of  all  our  hearings  on 
this  bill  before  that  committee.  The  hearings  commenced  on  the 
23d  of  April,  and  were  continued  from  time  to  time,  as  the  subcom- 
mittee ^ot  a  chance  to  work,  until  May  16,  when  no  further  hearinj 
were  asKed,  and  that  session  of  Congress  adjourned  about  two  wee! 
after  that,  or  about  May  30. 

I  have  here  a  list  of  those  who  appeared  before  the  subcommittee, 
as  they  appear  in  this  book. 

Seth  Low,  of  New  York,  who  represented  what  he  calls  the  Civic 
Federation,  was  understood  to  be  one  of  the  principal  fathers  of  the 
bill.  He  appeared  before  the  subcommittee,  and  his  argument  is  in 
this  book. 

Joseph  Nimmo,  jr.,  from  New  York,  appeared.  Seth  Low  was  for 
the  bill  and  Nimmo  was  against  it. 

Daniel  Davenport  appeared.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  repre- 
sented the  Antiboycott  League  or  this  association  we  are  talking 
about  here,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers;  but  at  afi 
events,  he  represented  the  side  of  the  manufacturers.  Daniel 
Davenport  appeared  before  the  subcommittee  and  opposed  the  bill. 

Senator  Foraker  appeared  before  the  subcommittee  and  made 
some  brief  remarks.  He  did  not  go  into  it  very  extensively.  If  the 
conmiittee  will  examine  this  book  they  can  see  what  he  said.  His 
argument  was  quite  limited,  but  he  was  in  favor  of  his  biQ,  and  I 
thmk  he  was  in  favor  of  the  other  bUl,  although  he  did  not  say  much 
about  it. 

W.  S.  Richardson  appeared  before  the  committee  and  made  some 
remarks.     He  was  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

James  A.  Emery  appeared  and  made  an  argument  before  the  com- 
mittee.    He  was  opposed  to  the  bill. 

A  man  by  the  name  of  Nathan  Biiur,  from  New  York,  filed  with  the 
committee  a  brief  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

Prof.  Jenks,  who  had  been  connected  with  the  Industrial  Com- 
mission report,  appeared  before  the  committee  and  advocated  the 
biU. 
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Herbert  Knox  Smith,  the  Commissioner  of  Corporations,  did  not 
appear  in  person,  but  filed  an  extensive  brief  in  favor  of  the  bill. 
Tnat  brief  is  found  in  this  book. 

Mr.  H.  B.  Martin,  whom  you  have  heard  of  in  this  case,  appeared 
there  and  made  some  remarks.  He  was  opposed  to  th^  bill.  He 
claimed  to  represent  some  antitrust  society. 

Mr.  Samuel  Gompers  appeared  in  favor  of  the  bill,  though  he  did 
not  go  so  much  into  the  other  questions  as  into  matters  pertaining  to 
labor  organizations. 

Mr.  S.  H.  Cowan  appeared 

Senator  Walsh.  Are  we  to  understand  that  the  Seth  Low  bill  was 
satisfactory  to  Mr.  Gompers — that  he  accepted  it  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  He  did  not  object  to  it,  but  he  dealt  more  with 
the  labor  question.  I  want  to  say  to  the  committee  that  the  im- 
pression I  got  was  that  Mr.  Gompers  on  the  one  side,  and  Messrs. 
Emery  and  Davenport  on  tlie  other  were  opposed  to  each  other,  Mr. 
Gompers  wanting  what  I  will  call  a  let-up  on  labor  organizations, 
and  the  others  being  opposed  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently,  then,  Mr.  Gompers  was  not  particu- 
larly interested  in  any  feature  of  any  of  the  bills  except  the  labor 
feature. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  interested  in  that  particular  feature. 
You  will  find  his  argument  here  in  the  book. 

Ab  I  said,  we  finished  the  hearings  on  May  16th,  and  it  being  near 
the  adjournment  of  Congress,  I  found,  after  conferring  with  my  col- 
leagues on  the  subcommittee,  that  we  were  all  of  one  inind;  that  we 
were  opposed  to  the  Seth  Low  bill,  which  was  the  administration  or 
Warner  Dill;  but  I  myself  made  up  my  mind  that  there  was  a  svstem- 
atic  eflfort  to  undermine  the  antitrust  law  in  favor  of  the  Dig  in- 
terests, the  big  trusts,  and  I  thought  I  would  take  time  to  look  up 
the  question  carefully,  and  that  instead  of  reporting  back  the  bill 
adversely  I  would  prepare  a  written  report. 

After  we  adjourned  1  took  the  papers  home  with  me  and  commenced 
to  look  up  the  law  and  study  the  question.  I  found  that  my  library, 
in  the  little  town  in  which  I  lived,  was  too  limited,  so  when  I  came 
back  here  to  Washington  in  the  fall  I  brought  the  books  and  papers 
with  me,  and  during  tne  Christmas  recess  I  put  in  all  my  time  looking 
up  the  law  bearing  on  the  subject. 

To  show  you  the  importance  of  the  matt-or,  as  I  looked  at  it,  I  did 
not  look  at  it  from  the  mere  standpoint  of  Mr.  Gompers  or  from  the 
standpoint  of  Davenport  and  Emery;  I  looked  at  it  from  the  bi^gger 
standpoint  of  how  it  would  affect  the  ffroat  trusts  and  combinations, 
and  whether  the  law  ought  to  be  amended  and  changed  so  as  to  leave 
the  door  wide  open  for  them. 

There  wore  two  points  they  were  insisting  upon:  First,  that  the  law 
should  enumerate  the  classes  of  combinations  in  restraint  of  trade; 
and  in  the  next  place,  that  combinations  which  are  not  unreasonable 
should  not  bo  prohibited  by  the  law.  In  other  words,  they  wanted 
an  enumeration  of  the  comoinations,  and  they  also  wanted  "the  oper- 
ation of  the  law  limited  to  those  combinations  that  are  unreasonaole. 

To  my  mind  it  appeared  most  dangerous  to  enumerate  the  combi- 
nationS;  as  dangerous  as  it  would  be  to  undertake  to  enumerate  what 
constituted  usury  or  what  constituted  fraud. 
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I  was  also  utterly  opposed  to  injecting  the  word  ''unreasonable'* 
into  it.  It  had  been  contended  by  judges  that  at  the  common  law  it 
was  only  unreasonable  combinations  in  restraint  of  trade  that  were 
illegal.  I  looked  up  the  authorities  and,  as  you  will  see  from  my 
report,  went  away  oack  to  the  old  English  cases/  and  I  found  that 
that  doctrine  which  held  that  combinations  were  not  illegal  unless 
they  were  uni*easonable  only  applied  to  those  cases  in  which  a  man, 
or  a  corporation  engaged  in  busmcss  anywhere  sold  out  the  business 
with  an  agreement  not  to  engage  in  that  business  for  a  limited  time 
or  within  a  limited  territory.  It  was  only  in  respect  to  those  mattera 
that  the  doctrine  applied. 

In  January,  after  we  met,  I  had  my  report  printed  for  the  com- 
mittee and  submitted  it  to  the  members  of  tne  committee.  The 
subconmaittee  a^eed  to  it,  and  the  full  committee  unanimously 
agreed  to  it.    .There  was  no  opposition  at  all. 

On  January  25,  I  think,  the  Judiciary  Committee  authorized  me 
to  make  that  report,  and  on  the  26th  I  reported  it. 

If  you  will  look  at  Mr.  Mulhall's  first  letter  you  will  see  that  my 
report  was  published  three  days  before  he  came  to  me,  and  that  he 
hM  no  occasion  to  come  to  me  to  find  out  that  I  had  made  such  i^ 
report.     It  was  already  printed,  and  a  public  document. 

Besides,  I  was  not  chairman  of  the -Judiciary  Committee,  as  he 
states  in  his  report.     I  was  only  chairman  of  the  subcommittee. 

Now,  you  wul  pardon  me  if  I  go  a  little  further.  I  have  always 
felt  that  that  report  to  some  extent  opposed  an  obstacle  against  the 
efforts  of  men  high  in  authority  to  amend  that  law.  I  was  highly 
gratified  when  Mr.  Justice  Harlan,  in  his  dissenting  opinion  in  the 
Standard  Oil  case,  quoted  the  following  language  from  my  report. 
If  the  committee  will  bear  with  me,  I  ^oula  Uke  to  read  it  in  thk 
connection. 

Senator  Reed.  We  should  like  to  hear  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  what  Mr.  Justice  Harlan  said: 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  well  to  refer  to  the  adverse  report  made  in  1909,  by 
Senator  Nelson,  on  behalf  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  in  reference  to  a  certain 
bill  offered  in  the  Senate  and  which  proposed  to  amend  the  antitrust  act  in  various 
particulars.  That  report  contains  a  full,  careful,  and  able  analysis  of  judicial  decisions 
relating  to  combinations  and  monopolies  in  restraint  of  trade  and  commerce.  Among 
other  things  said  in  it  which  bear  on  the  questions  involved  in  the  present  case  are 
these: 

Now  he  quotes  from  my  report: 

The  antitrust  act  makes  it  a  criminal  offense  to  violate  the  law,  and  provides  a 
punidiment  both  by  fine  and  imprisonment.  To  inject  into  the  act  the  question  of 
whether  an  agreement  or  combination  is  reasonable  or  unreoBonable  would  render  the 
act  as  a  criminal  or  penal  statute  indefinite  and  uncertain,  and  hence,  to  that  extent, 
utterly  nugatory  and  void,  and  would  practically  amount  to  a  repeal  of  that  part  of 
the  act.    ♦    ♦    ♦ 

As  the  Senator  from  Missouri  stated,  that  was  supported  by  authori^ 
ties,  but  they  are  omitted  here.     The  quotation  proceeds: 

And  while  the  same  technical  objection  does  not  apply  to  civil  prosecutions,  th^ 
injection  of  the  rule  of  reasonableness  or  unreasonableness  would  lead  to  the  greatest 
variableness  and  uncertainty  in  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  The  defense  of  reasonable 
restraint  would  be  made  in  every  case,  and  there  would  be  as  many  different  rules  of  reason'^ 
ableness  as  easesj  courts^  and  juries.  What  one  court  or  jury  might  deem  unreasonable 
another  court  or  jiury  mig;ht  deem  reasonable.    A  court  or  jury  in  Ohio  might  find  a 

S' ven  agreement  or  combination  reasonable,  while  a  court  and  jury  in  Wisconsin  might 
id  the  same  agreement  and  combination  unreasonable.     In  the  case  of  the  People  v^ 
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Sheldon  (139  N.  Y.,  264)  Chief  Justice  Andrews  remarks:  '*If  agreements  and  com- 
binations to  prevent  competition  in  prices  are  or  may  be  hurtful  to  trade,  the  only 
eure  remedy  is  to  prohibit  all  agreements  of  that  character.  If  the  validity  oi  such  an 
agreement  was  made  to  depend  upon  actual  proof  of  public  prejudice  or  injury,  it 
would  be  very  difficult  in  any  case  to  establish  the  invalidity,  although  the  moral 
evidence  might  be  very  convincing.    *    *    ♦ 

That  is  from  Judge  Andrews.  Now,  he  continues,  quoting  from  my 
Report: 

To  amend  the  antitrust  act  as  suggested  by  this  bill  would  be  to  entirely  emasculate 
it,  and  for  all  practical  purposes  render  it  nugatory  as  a  remedial  statute.  Criminal 
prosecutions  would  not  lie  and  civil  remedies  would  labor  under  the  greatest  doubt 
and  uncertainty.  The  act  as  it  exists  is  clear,  comprehensive,  certain,  and  highly 
remedial.  It  practically  covers  the  field  of  Federal  jurisdiction,  and  is  in  every 
respect  a  model  law.  To  destroy  or  undermine  it  at  the  present  juncture,  when  com- 
binations are  on  the  increase  and  appear  to  be  as  obUvious  as  ever  of  the  rights  of  the 
public,  would  be  a  calamity. 

That  is  Mr.  Justice  Harlan's  quotation  from  mj-  report.  Perhaps 
I  may  be  telling  tales  out  of  school,  but  while  I  am  here  I  might  say 
in  addition  that  I  understood  in  a  roundabout  way  that  it  had  been 
the  plan  to  have  a  so-called  administration  bill  introduced  to  remove 
some  of  the  restrictions  of  the  antitrust  law.  I  was  afraid  of  that, 
and  that  is  why  I  took  pains  to  prepare  this  report.  I  thought  I 
would  make  a  report  that  would  prove  something  of  an  obstacle. 

I  had  heard  tnat  my  report  had  been  discussed  in  the  Cabinet. 
One  day  I  spoke  to  a  Cabinet  officer  about  it.  I  do  not  care  to  give 
his  name.  I  said,  '*I  understand  that  you  foimd  my  report  an 
obstacle."  The  reply  I  received  was,  ''It  was  a  very  able  report." 
That  was  all. 

If  the  committee  will  pardon  m^  again,  I  want  to  call  attention 
to  another  incident  connected  with  this  antitrust  legislation,  and 
although  it  is  unnecessary,  I  will  call  attention  to  the  Foraker  bill. 
That  was  a  very  hmited  bill — a  very  short  bill — but  you  will  see 
that  it  reached  to  the  nub  of  the  matter.     It  reads : 

Be  it  enacted f  etc..  That  nothing  in  the  act  to  regulate  commerce,  approved  Feb- 
ruary 4,  1887,  or  in  the  act  to  protect  trade  and  commerce  against  unlawful  restraints 
and  monopolies,  approved  July  2,  1890 — 

That  is  the  antitrust  law — 

or  in  the  act  to  reduce  taxation,  to  provide  revenue  for  the  Government,  and  for 
other  purposes,  approved  August  27,  1894,  or  in  any  act  amendatory  of  or  supple- 
mentary to  any  of  said  acts,  shall  hereafter  be  construed  or  held  to  prohibit  any  con- 
tract, agreement,  or  combination  that  is  not  in  unreasonable  restraint  of  trade  or 
commerce  with  foreign  nations  or  among  the  several  States. 

That  is  the  Foraker  bill. 

My  report  was  made  on  the  other,  the  larger,  bill,  the  administra- 
tion bill.     The  same  principle  was  involved. 

In  1910  a  bill  to  amend  the  interstate-commerce  act  and  to  create 
a  Court  of  Commerce  was  sent  to  the  Senate.  It  was  understood, 
and  I  think  it  is  not  disputed,  that  it  was  prepared  in  the  Department 
of  Justice.  Senator  Elkins  introduced  the  bill  on  February  25,  1910, 
and  reported  it  without  amendment  the  same  day  that  it  was  intro- 
duced. He  was  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Com- 
merce. It  was  Senate  bill  6737  of  the  second  session  of  the  Sixty-first 
Congress.  That  bill  had  in  it  two  sections,  sections  7  and  12,  giving 
the  railroads  immunity  from  the  antitrust  law.  Senator  Clay,  of 
Georgia,  and  myself  took  up  that  question.     We  each  offered  amend- 
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ments  and  had  them  printed.  Senator  Clay  made  a  speech  upon  the 
subject,  and  I  made  a  speech  upon  the  subject. 

I  got  a  little  hot  one  aay.  On  my  side  or  the  Chamber  there  was  a 
^ood  deal  of  talk  to  the  effect  that  we  ought  to  take  that  bill  just  as 
it  came  from  the  Department  of  Justice,  that  it  was  a  good  bul,  and 
it  was  whispered  around  from  one  to  the  other  that  that  bill  was  so 
good  that  we  ought  not  to  amend  it.  I  got  a  little  wrought  up  one 
day,  and  on  the  11th  of  April  I  started  in  without  any  special  prepa-t 
ration  and  made  an  hour's  speech.  I  have  here  a  copy  or  that  speech, 
I  was  hot,  and  I  expect  I  talked  in  a  hot  manner.  Tne  next  morning 
some  of  these  leaders  on  our  s'de,  who  had  been  talking  to  us  and  telling 
us  we  ought  to  swallow  the  bill  as  it  came  to  us  from  the  Department 
of  Justice,  came  to  me  and  said,  "We  will  agree  to  strike  out  those 
two  sectiori9  of  the  bill'';  and  so  it  was  afterwards  arranged,  and  Ia 
order  that  Senator  Clay  and  I,  and  the  two  sides,  the  Republican  and 
the  Democratic  sides,  might  share  equally  the  honors,  you  will  find 
in  the  Congressional  Record  of  May  3,  1910  (p.  5711),  that  Senator 
Clay's  amendment  to  strike  out  section  7  was  first  voted  upon,  and 
ou  will  find  by  reference  to  the  Congressional  Record  of  May  3,  1910 
pp.  5714,  5715),  that  then  my  amendment  to  strike  out  section  12 
was  voted  upon.     I  think  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  remember  the  incident^ 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Nbt-son.  We  had  those  provisions  stricken  out  of  the  bill. 
Section  12  was  stricken  out  on  my  amendment  without  any  debate. 
There  was  a  little  debate  on  the  amendment  of  Senator  Clay  to  strike 
out  section  7,  but  there  was  no  opposition.  Those  wore  tne  danger- 
ous sections  of  the  bill.  On  their  face  the  purpose  of  those  sections 
was  plain  that  it  was  intended  to  relieve  railroads  from  the  effects  of 
the  antitrust  law. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  given  you  these  facts  in  order  that  you  may 
understand  how  I  stand  on  this  question  of  amending  the  antitrust 
law.     I  have  nothing  to  conceal. 

I  come  back  now  to  what  Mr.  Mulhall  states  in  his  first  letter  to 
Mr.  BLirby .     He  says : 

I  ki¥)w  tbat  you  will  be  delighted  to  hear  that  all  amendooents  to  the  Sherman  law 
are  placed  at  rest  for  tbis  session  and  the  next  session  of  Congress.  This  b  ir  formation 
that  was  given  to  me  a  few  hours  ago  by  the  chairman  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Com-i 
mittee,  Senator  Xnute  Nelson,  of  Minnesota. 

This  letter  from  which  I  have  just  quoted  is  dated  January  29. 
My  report  was  made  public,  and  I  think  it  was  printed — it  had  been 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  committee — three  days  before  that,  and  I 
was  not  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

I  have  no  recollection  of  seeing  or  talking  to  Mr.  Mulhall. 

The  next  letter  in  which  he  refers  to  me  is  No.  2419-2422.  AH  that 
he  states  in  that  letter,  so  far  as  it  pertains  to  me,  is  in  the  following 
sentence  of  it: 

Mt  Dbar  Fkrdinand:  I  arrived  in  Washington  at  the  usual  time  this  morning,  and 
after  calling  at  Senator  Nelson's  office  I  started  working  in  the  House  Office  Building. 

That  letter  is  dated  January  29.  I  have  no  recollection  of  his  hav-i 
ingcalled  at  my  office. 

The  next  letter  in  which  he  refers  to  me  is  No.  2423,  2424.  In  that 
letter  he  says: 

I  sent  in  my  card  yesterday  evening  to  Senator  Foraker,  and  I  learned  that  the 
Senator  had  gone  home  sick,  so  this  morning  on  my  arrival  in  Washington  I  sent  my 
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card  to  Senator  Knute  Nelson,  of  Minnesota,  who  made  the  adverse  report,  as  chair- 
knan,  to  Uie  Senate  upon  the  amendment  of  the  Sherman  law.  The  Senator  came  out 
and  took  me  to  his  rcom  and  gave  me  a  complete  statement  of  what  took  place  in 
the  Judiciary  Committee  before  they  made  their  adverse  report. 

I  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  have  no  recollection  of  seeing  Mr. 
Mulhall  or  talkmg  with  him  about  this  bill,  and  I  certainly  would  not 
have  talked  about  what  transpired  before  the  Judiciary  Committee. 
iHe  further  says  that  I  gave  him  a  half  dozen  copies  of  the  report,  etc. 
1  do  not  know.  It  is  possible  that  he  may  have  stepped  inside  and 
have  gotten  them  from  my  clerk.  I  have  seen  Mr.  Hicks,  my  clerk, 
who  was  with  me  at  that  time,  and  who  has  been  here  ever  since. 
1  asked  him  to  come  m  here  one  day  and  look  at  Mr.  Mulhall  and  see 
if  he  had  ever  seen  him  in  our  room.  He  says  that  he  can  not  recol- 
lect that  he  ever  was  in  our  room.  So  far  as  the  report  is  concerned, 
you  all  know  that  Mr.  Mulhall  could  get  those  reports  from  the 
ilocument  room. 

I  think  the  next  letter  is  No.  2539.     In  that  letter  he  states: 

Since  writing  you  this  momins  I  had  along  interview  with  Senator  Nelson  of  Minne- 
sota upon  the  revision  of  law  biu  and  the  rumor  that  they  would  attempt  to  tack  ui)on 
it  in  tne  Senate,  or  put  a  rider  upon  it  in  the  shape  of  ihe  Beveridge  anti-injunction 
-bill. 

I  suppose  he  refers  there  to  the  bill  revising  the  laws.  I  was  not 
bn  that  committee.  There  was  a  separate  committee  appointed  for 
the  revision  of  the  laws,  and  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  the  procedure  act  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  so.  It  was  one  of  those  acts.  I  was 
iiot  on  the  committee,  and  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

I  have  never  had  any  talk  with  Mr.  Beveridge  about  his  bill.  I  do 
tiot  know  what  his  anti-injunction  bill  was;  1  did  not  at  that  time, 
and  would  not  now  unless  I  were  to  hunt  it  up.  I  had  no  talk  at  all 
with  Mr.  Mulhall  about  that  matter.  It  was  a  matter  that  did  not 
concern  me.  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  bill  revising  the  laws,  and 
I  am  quite  sure  Mr.  Beveridge  had  never  called  my  attention  to  this 
matter. 

It  mBiJ  be  possible  that  Mr.  Mulhall  was  in  mv  committee  room. 
At  that  time  my  committee  room  was  where  the  Senators'  restaurant 
now  is.  I  used  to  sit  in  the  back  room  and  the  stenographer  sat  in 
the  front  room.  All  I  can  say  to  you,  gentlemen,  is  mat  I  have  no 
recollection  of  ever  meeting  Mr.  Mulhall  or  talking  to  him,  on  these 
subjects  or  anything  else. 

It  is  possible  that  he  may  have  come  in  my  room.  It  is  possible 
that  he  may  have  come  in  there  and  got  reports  from  my  clerk,  but 
my  clerk  does  not  recollect  that  he  ever  saw  him  or  talked  to  him. 

That  is  all  I  care  to  say  to  you,  gentlemen.  If  there  are  any  ques- 
tions you  want  to  ask,  I  shall  be  ^ad  to  answer  them. 

Senator  Cummins.  There  is  part  of  a  page  of  letter  2539-2641 
about  which  you  may  want  to  say  something. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  refer  to  that  part  as  to  Senator  Qapp  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  it  ? 

Senator  Cl'mmins.  I  wiQ  read  part  of  2539-2541,  as  follows: 

Senator  Nelson  closed  his  interview  by  introducing  me  to  his  colleague  from  Min- 
nesota, Senator  Moses  E.  Clapp,  and  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  the  Senator 
and  his  coU^^^e,  going  over  many  little  instances  of  the  late  decision  upon  the 
Sherman  Antitrust  Act. 
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Senator  Nelson.  There  was  no  late  decision  at  that  time.  I  do 
not  know  what  he  means  unless  he  refers  to  my  report.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  introducing  him  to  Senator  Clapp.  I  spoke  to  Senator 
Clapp  about  it  yesterday,  I  think.     Is  this  Tuesday  ? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  Monday. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  it  was  on  Saturday  that  I  spoke  to  Senator 
Clapp  about  it.  I  have  no  recollection  of  introducing  him  to  Senator 
Clapp,  and  Senator  Clapp  told  me  that  he  had  no  recollection  of  it. 
I  have  asked  Senator  Clapp  to  come  here  and  state  whether  he  recalls 
seeing  him  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator  Nelson,  before  you  close  I  would  like  to 
ask  you  a  miestion  in  order  to  make  one  matter  clear. 

Senator  Jvelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  section  in  the  anti- 
trust act  which  you  condemned  in  that  report. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  And  which  it  seems  to  me  might 
account  for  the  activity  of  Mr.  Emery  against  the  bill  and  for  Mr. 
Gompers  being  somewhat  favorable  to  it.  I  would  like  to  put  this 
in  the  record.    It  is  a  part  of  section  7  and  is  as  follows: 

Nothing  in  said  act  approved  July  2, 1890,  or  in  this  act  is  intended ,  nor  shall  any 
provision  thereof  hereafter  be  enforced  so  as  to  interfere  with  or  to  restrict  any  ri^ht  of 
employeeB  to  strike  for  any  purpose  not  unlawful  at  common  law  or  to  combine  or 
to  contract  with  each  other  or  with  employers  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  from 
employers  p^ceably  or  h}r  any  means  not  unlawful  at  common  law  satismctory 
tenns  for  their  labor  or  satisfactory  conditions  of  employment,  or  so  as  to  interfere 
with  or  to  restrict  any  right  of  employers  for  any  purpose  not  unlawful  at  common  law 
to  diBchazge  all  or  any  of  their  employees  or  to  combme  or  to  contract  with  each  other 
or  with  employees  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  labor  on  Satisfactory  terms  peaceably 
or  by  any  means  not  unlawful  at  common  law. 

That,  I  think,  would  make  it  plain  why  the  Manufacturers'  Asso- 
ciation would  be  opposed  to  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  their  argument  centered  about  that,  but 
I  think  if  you  will  look  at  my  report  you  will  find  that  I  did  not  touch 
upon  that  question  at  all.  I  addressed  myself  to  what  I  conceived 
to  be  the  greater  question.  I  looked  upon  it  as  an  attempt  to  relieve 
what  we  call  our  great  trusts  and  combinations  of  the  effect  of  the 
antitrust  law,  and  I  addressed  myself  to  that,  and  gave  no  attention 
to  what  you  refer  to.     I  think  my  report  does  not  even  refer  to  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  not.  I  have  read  that  report  many  times, 
and  I  have  often  spoken  of  it  as  a  conclusive  answer  to  Roosevelt's 
message,  and  to  that  doctrine.  I  simply  wanted  it  to  go  in,  so  that 
the  committee  might  understand. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is,  so  far  as  I  know,  my  only  offense.  If  I 
have  talked  with  Mr.  Mulhall,  it  is  about  this  report.  I  have  no 
recollection  of  talking  to  him. 

If  I  have  committed  any  iniquity  with  respect  to  legislation  in- 
volved in  this  investigation,  my  iniquity  consists  in  preparing  this 
report. 

The  Chairman.  The  crowning  act  of  your  political  life. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  always  agreed  in  that.  I  wanted  to  call 
your  attention,  and  the  attention  of  the  committee,  to  the  language 
of  this  letter,  2423,2424,  which  I  think  is  a  little  misunderstood. 
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It  is  as  follows: 

I  sent  in  my  card  yesterday  evening  to  Senator  Foraker,  and  I  learned  that  the 
Senator  had  gone  home  sick,  so  this  morning  on  my  arrival  in  Washington  I  sent  my 
card  to  Senator  Knute  Nelson,  of  Minnesota,  who  made  the  adverse  report,  as  chairman, 
to  the  Senate  upon  the  amendment  of  the  Sherman  law. 

That  specifically  states  that  you  had  made  the  report  at  that  time  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  follows  the  statement: 

The  Senator  came  out  and  took  me  to  his  room  and  gave  me  a  complete  statement 
of  what  took  place  in  the  Judiciary  Committee  before  they  made  their  adverse  report. 
Senator  Nelson  says  that  this  completely  kills  the  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act, 
brought  here  by  ex-Mayor  Seth  Low,  of  New  York,  and  others,  and  he  also  stated 
that  there  was  a  strong  effort  made  in  the  Judiciarv  Committee,  after  the  killing  of  the 
Low  bill,  to  put  in  the  word  "reasonable,"  which  would  be  almost  as  vicious  in  his 
estimation  as  the  Low  bill,  for  it  would  give  great  scope  to  the  trusts,  but  that  word 
was  voted  down  by  a  majority  of  the  committee,  and  ne:  was  positive  now  that  there 
would  be  no  more  amendments  offered  of  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  Congress  or  at  the 
next  session  of  Congress. 

It  seems  to  me  that  there  he  has  set  out  what  you  did  report  about; 
that  is,  just  what  you  say  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  may  be  that  I  made  a  report,  but  I  did  not 
have  any  conversation  about,  and  did  not  tell  him,  what  transpired 
before  the  couunittee. 

There  is  another  statement  I  want  to  make,  and  that  is  that  none 
of  the  people  whose  names  I  have  read  here,  who  were  either  for  or 
against  the  bill,  either  Gompers  or  the  other  side,  ever  lobbied  me. 
Whatever  was  done  was  done  before  the  subcommittee,  in  the  shape 
of  argument.  Neither  Seth  Low  nor  Jenks  nor  Herbert  Eaiox  Smitn, 
nor  any  of  the  other  men,  ever  attempted  to  lobby  me  in  any  shape 
or  manner,  and  I  do  not  think  any  of  tnem  knew  what  my  report  was 
going  to  be  until  I  made  it  to  the  subconmiittee.  I  did  not  tell 
anyone. 

Senator  Walsh.  Senator,  with  the  exception  of  the  statement  that 

Jou  stated  to  him  what  happened  before  the  Judiciary  Committee 
ef  ore  the  report  was  made 

Senator  Reeix  No;  it  does  not  say  before  the  report  was  made. 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  but  that  he  stated  after  the  report  was  made 
what  transpired  in  the  committee  before  the  report  was  made;  that 
is  as  I  understand  that  language. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  With  the  exception  of  that  statement,  there  is 
not  anything  in  what  is  stated  in  the  letter 

Senator  Nelson.  Except  what  is  in  my  report. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  I  say  there  is  not  anything  that  is  stated 
in  the  letter  that  you  might  not  easily  have  said  to  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  very  Ukely;  but  I  have  no  recollection. 
Ever  since  Mr.  Mulhall  appeared  here  before  the  committee  I  have 
been  racking  my  brain  to  think  or  recall  if  I  ever  saw  him  or  had  a 
talk  with  him.  I  can  not  recall  ever  seeing  him.  But  there  13  a  pos* 
sibility  I  may  be  mistaken.  I  understand  that  Mr.  Mulhall  at  that 
time  had  a  mustache.     Is  not  that  correct  i 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  a  very  heavy  one.  Senator. 

S'3nator  Nelson.  I  understand  he  had  a  heavy  mustache,  and 
perhaps  that  may  account  for  the  fact  that  I  do  not  recognize  him  now. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  you  did  not  remember  him  when  he 
came  here  as  anyone  you  had  ever  seen  before  ? 
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Senator  Nelson.  No,  sir.    Are  there  any  more  questions  ? 

Senator  Cummins.  Just  before  you  came  in  Mr.  Mulhall  said  that 
you  gave  him  a  copy  of  this  report  and  asked  him  to  send  it  to  the 
President. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  recall  that.  I  do  not  recaU  any  such 
conversation. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  he  also  said  that  you  gave  him  other  copies, 
with  the  statement  that  you  wanted  the  officers  or  members — I  do 
not  remember  just  what  he  said. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  like  to  have  that  question  read,  Senator, 
particularly  this:  The  Senator  said  he  would  like  to  have  our  organ- 
ization send  a  copy  of  that  report  to  the  President,  and  I  asked  for 
the  privilege  of  getting  some  oi  the  copies  to  send  them  out  to  mena- 
bers  of  our  organization.  That  is  what  I  did  say,  and  what  I  still 
state. 

Senator  Nelson.  I.  think  some  one  of  these  gentlemen — but  I  can 
not  recall  whether  it  was  Mr.  Emery  or  Mr.  Davenport — after  I  had 
made  the  report,  came  in  there  to  get  some  extra  copies,  and  I  gave 
him  some ;  but  that  was  after  I  had  made  my  report. 

Senator  Cummins.  This  all  occurred  after  you  had  made  your 
report  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  after  I  had  made  my  report. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  first  letter 
is  dated  on  the  29th  of  January,  and  the  letter  to  which  you  have  just 
been  referring  is  also  dated  on  the  29th  of  January,  and  evidently 
referred  to  the  same  conversation. 

ADDITIOVAL  TESTIMOlfT  OF  SEHATOK  MOSES  E.  CLAPP. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Clapp,  do  you  desire  to  make  a  statement  ? 

Senator  Clapp.  I  have  just  come  in,  gentlemen.  I  do  not  know 
what  has  been  reported  to  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  The  question  is  whether  you  have  any  recollection 
of  Senator  Nelson  introducing  Mr.  Mulhall  to  you  on  any  occasion 
or  at  any  time  ? 

Senator  Clapp.  Not  the  slightest. 

Senator  Cummins.  Or  talking  over  the  various  phases  of  the  recent 
decision  on  the  antitrust  act  ? 

Senator  Clapp.  Not  the  slightest.  And  this  morning,  having 
occasion  to  visit  the  committee  room  I  was  here  just  before  the  com- 
mittee went  into  session,  and  I  saw  a  gentleman  here  and  asked  Mr. 
Ralston  who  he  was.  He  said  it  was  Col.  Mulhall.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  ever  seeing  Col.  Mulhall,  and  certainly  have  no  recollection 
that  Senator  Nebon  ever  introduced  him  to  me  in  his  room,  and  am 

Suite  certain  that  he  did  not.     I  am  very  positive  in  my  mind  that 
he  had  I  would  have  recalled  it. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  all.  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  much  obliged  to  the  committee  for  staying 
so  late,  and  giving  me  a  chance  to  put  this  in  at  the  same  time. 
The  Chairman.'  We  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  at  half  past  10. 

(Thereupon,  at  5.48  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  adjourned 
until  to  morrow,  Tuesday,  July  22,  1913,  at  10.30  o*clock  a.  m.) 
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TUESDAY,  JULY  22,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washington^  D,  C, 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  and  Nelson. 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  we  proceed  with  the  testimony  I  should 
like  to  make  a  statement  for  the  record. 

In  referring  yesterday  to  the  railroad  rate  bill  of  1910,  I  stated 
that  it  was  reported  by  Senator  Elkins  without  amendment.  I 
omitted  to  state  the  fact  that  Senator  Cummins  and  Senator  Clapp 
made  a  minority  report  on  that  bill,  opposed  to  it,  and  that  Senator 
Cummins  followed  that  up  with  a  very  extensive  speech.  My  recol- 
lection is  that  he  was  one  of  the  first  men  to  attack  it. 

The  Chairman.  It  was  an  administration  bill,  written  in  New 
York? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  When  that  bill  passed  the  Senate  there  was  noth- 
ing left  in  it  but  the  Commerce  Court. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  all  that  was  left  of  the  original  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall  will  take  the  stand. 

TESTXHONY  OF  HABTXIT  HICHAEI  ]iinJLHALL--Se8umed. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  ask  a  favor,  to 
know  where  I  am  at.  With  your  permission,  I  would  like  to  ask 
for  counsel  for  myself. 

The  Chairman.  You  can  have  counsel  to  advise  you  at  any  time, 
to  sit  with  you,  and  to  object  to  any  question  that  may  be  asked. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say  tHis  in  relation  to  the  incidents  of 
yesterday,  that  I  did  not  come  into  this  investigation  to  favor  either 
party  or  to  make  a  political  investigation  in  any  sense  or  in  any 
way,  and  I  feel  I  would  like  to  have  counsel  for  that  reason,  for  I 
feel  it  is  slightly  drifting  away  from  my  intentions  of  what  I  at- 
tempted to  do  in  relation  to  this  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  no  question  about  your  having  counsel. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Will  the  committee  furnish  counsel,  or  will  I  have 
to  furnish  my  own  counsel  ? 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  has  no  authority  to  do  so. 

3019 


8020      MAINTENANCE  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  typewritten  record  of  yester- 
day's proceedings,  at  paffe  151,  I  find  the  following.  Mr.  JVtulhall 
is  reported  as  having  said : 

I  believe  that  Mr.  Watson  was  employed  by  the  Committee  of  One  Hundred 
on  the  Tariff  Commission  when  it  was  created  and  paid  a  certain  retainer  and 
a  certain  amount  of  money  per  week  for  his  services  while  he  was  here  in 
Washington  by  the  committee. 

I  am  reported  as  then  saying : 

Mr.  Chairman,  will  some  member  of  the  committee  please  ascertain  when  that 
was? 

And  the  chairman  courteously  said: 

When  was  that? 

The  reply  by  Mr.  Mulhall  was : 

The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank, 
and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because  Mr.  Miles  stated  that  he  did  not  have  the 
money,  and  they  had  not  coUected  the  money. 

And  he  further  says,  on  the  next  page,  that  Mr.  Watson  was  still 
a  Member  of  Congress. 

That  was  before  the  4th  of  March,  when  Mr.  Watson's  term  ex- 
pired. I  think  it  is  only  fair,  in  view  of  the  seriousness  of  that 
charge,  that  the  question  which  I  desired  to  put,  and  which  the  chair- 
man has  already  put,  be  specifically  answered,  and  that  the  time  be 
fixed,  and  if  necessary  the  check  that  is  said  to  have  been  given  be 
produced;  because  the  committee  will  see  that  is  a  pretty  serious 
charge,  and  it  should  be  specified  more  particularly  than  it  is  in  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  You  read  from  page  151? 

Mr.  McCarter.  From  page  151  of  the  typewritten  record.  The 
chairman  said: 

When  was  that? 

And  Mr.  Mulhall  said: 
The  letters  will  show  that. 

The  Chairman  (reading  from  record  of  July  21) : 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  will  some  member  of  the  committee  please 
ascertain  when  that  was? 

The  Chairman.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself 
on  the  bank,  and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles,  because  Mr.  Miles  stated  that  he  did 
not  have  the  money,  and  they  had  not  collected  the  money.  I  borrowed  $20  from 
Mr.  Emery  because  that  was  about  all  the  money  that  I  had  in  cash  at  the  time, 
and  I  know  at  that  meeting  where  this  arrangement  was  made  they  set  a  price 
on  Mr.  Watson  of  $500  for  a  retainer.  Mr.  Emery  set  that  price  by  appealing 
to  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  rest,  and  $250  a  week  for  Mr.  Watson  while  he  was  here 
working  in  that  work,  and  $10,000  if  he  got  the  bill  through  at  the  end  of  the 
campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Watson  at  that  time  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  he  was  a  Member  of  Congress.  He  had  returned  from 
Indiana  after  being  defeated  for  governor. 

Senator  Reed.  His  term  had  not  run  out? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  'So;  not  until  the  4th  of  March. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  my  suggestion  is  that  the  witness 
be  again  interrogated  as  to  when  that  was. 

Senator  Wai^sh.  I  think  that  had  better  be  deferred  until  we  dis- 
cover that  the  letters  do  not  disclose  the  time.     If  they  do  not,  it 
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will  then  be  time  enough  to  interrogate  him  about  it.  The  testimony 
of  the  letters — ^the  written  evidence  of  the  fact — ^will  be  very  much 
more  valuable  to  everyone  than  Mr.  Mulhall's  recollection  of  the 
time,  which,  of  course,  will  be  more  or  less  inaccurate. 

Mr.  McCAKTiat.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  be  permitted  to  suggest  that 
the  witness  be  instructed  to  produce  his  check  at  some  future 
hearing? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Let  me  say  this,  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Rbed.  Just  one  moment.  I  suggest  that  this  committee 
is  holding  an  investigation.  There  are  no  attorneys  present,  and  if 
I  have  my  way  there  will  not  be  any  present.  I  am  perfectly  willing 
that  any  interested  party  should  hand  to  the  committee  any  ques- 
tions which  it  is  desired  to  have  asked,  and  that  the  committee  should 
pass  on  whether  the  questions  ought  to  be  asked;  but,  as  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  as  one  member  of  the  committee,  I  am  not  willing  to 
CBgage  in  any  trial.  We  are  engaged  in  an  endeavor  to  ascertain 
some  facts,  and  the  committee  will  mow  whether  or  not  it  is  satis- 
fied with  the  showing  in  regard  to  the  facts.  I  do  not  think  any 
witness  needs  any  counsel. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  Mr.  Mulhall  should  be  required  to  pro- 
duce this  check. 

Senator  Eised.  Who? 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understand  he  says  he  gave  his 
check. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Senator  Nelson,  I  did  not  say  I  gave  a  check.  I 
say  I  loaned  $500  to  Mr.  Miles.  It  was  cash.  I  believe  the  stub, 
though,  of  the  check  book,  when  I  got  the  money  out  of  the  bank — 
the  Citizens'  Savings  Bank  of  Baltimore — ^will  show  that  I  drew  the 
money  there,  but  the  money  was  carried  over  here  in  cash. 

The  Chairman.  You  have  a  right  to  correct  any  statement  that 
you  made,  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  did  make  that  statement,  I  am  correcting 
it  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  your  statement : 

The  letters  will  show  that.  There  was  $500  that  I  drew  myself  on  the  bank 
and  loaned  it  to  Mr.  Miles. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  see  any  check  mentioned  in  that.  Those 
people  never  wanted  checks  there,  one  way  or  the  other.  When  they 
come  to  their  own  checks — ^they  kept  no  books — and  that  will  show 
pretty  plain  for  their  counsel  to  fully  explain. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Mulhall,  explain  how  you  got  the  $500. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  $500  was  in  the  German  Savings  Bank  in 
Baltimore.  I  drew  the  money  out  myself  and  carried  it  over  here 
and  turned  it  over  to  Mr.  Miles  in  cash.  As  I  stated,  I  borrowed 
$20  from  Mr.  Emery  so  I  would  have  that  money  in  my  pocket.    I 

gve  him  the  $500  complete.    Mr.  Emery  chased  me  for  two  weeks 
fore  I  paid  that  money  back.    He  was  a  little  alarmed  that  he 
would  not  get  it. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Reed,  you  may  proceed  with  your  ex- 
amination of  the  witness,  and  we  will  take  this  matter  under  ad- 
visement. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2414  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 
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Mr.  MtjiiHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Rsed.  is  -there  anything  in  that  which  need  he  read? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  no(t  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  olf  it : 

It  wonlfl  be  downright  foolish  to  make  any  suggestions  from  here,  because 
yon  and  Mr.  Emery  are  hi  constant  toucb  with  the  men  who  control,  if  any- 
body does,  the  situation. 

No.  2415  is  a  duplicate  of  2414,  and  should  be  stricken  from  the 
record. 

The  <Jhaikman.  I  will  instruct  the  clerk  to  strike  it  fn»n  the 
record. 

Senator  Ksed.  Is  No.  2416  a  Schwedtman  letter! 

Mr.  Mt7i;HALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  is  a  duplicate  of  some  former  letter. 

Senator  Heed.  In  the  print  it  is  said  to  be  a  duplicate  of  No.  2145. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  dated  January  29,  1909.  Comparing  it  with 
^o.  2145,  which  I  have,  I  iBnd  it  is  not  a  duplicate  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  My  recollection  is  that  we  had  a  similar  letter 
read,  but  I  can  not  give  the  number.    However,  it  is  immaterial. 

Senator  Reed.  It  comes  in  here  at  this  time  and  is  not  printed,  and 
I  think  should  be  printed. 

The  Chairman.  You  may  read  it  into  the  record.  Senator  Beed. 

Senator  Reed.  After  further  examination  of  the  letter,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  find  that  No.  2416  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2414,  instead  of  being 
a  duplicate  of  No.  2145,  and  is  the  oripnal  letter,  and  it  should  be 
substituted  for  No.  2414,  a  copy  of  which  is  in  the  record,  and  from 
which  I  have  read  a  short  extract. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  instruct  the  clerk  to  make  that  substitution. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2417  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman.     It  is  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Riesenberg. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  is  immaterial,  and  my  impression  is 
that  we  have  had  something  of  that  kind  before. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  is  an  important  letter,  and  I  desire 
to  read  it : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kikskxbero  :  IMease  note  that  our  St.  Louis  papers  si>eak 
more  sensibly  and  understandlnjcly  about  the  tariff  commission  convention  than 
the  paf)ers  of  many  other  cities,  all  of  which  proves  that  we  must  keep  in  as 
close  touch  with  the  pai)ers  elsewhere  as  we  do  here  In  St  Louis. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  find  on  the  next  page  of  the  galley  proof,  it 
being  page  42-AAA,  an  article  or  letter  which  has  not  received  any 
number.    What  is  that? 

Senator  Wajhu.  That  is  an  inclosure,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  print  of  the  clipping  which  I  now  hold 
in  my  hand. 

The  letter  which  Senator  Walsh  has  just  read,  No.  2417,  says: 

Please  note  that  our  St.  Louis  i)ai)ers  speak  more  sensibly  and  understand- 
Ingly  about  the  tariff  comnilssion  convention  than  the  [papers  of  many  other 
cities,  etc. 

I  have  here  a  newspaper  clipping  in  relation  to  the  tariff  com- 
mission. Was  that  an  inclosure  with  the  letter  which  has  just  been 
read? 
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Mr.  MuLHAUi  (after  examinaticm).  Yes;  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  now  mark  that 
clipping  24:17A,  so  that  it  shall  have  a  number. 

Tne  Chaibman.  Very  well.    It  will  be  so  marked. 

Senator  Reed.  Na  2418  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  you,  is  it  not  f 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination]).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  a  miners'  convention.  Is  there  any 
need  of  reading  any  portion  of  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  2419,  2422  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  ad- 
dressed "  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  that  letter  referred  to  yesterday? 

Senator  Walsh.  Only  one  paragraph  of  it,  and  there  is  nothing 
else  in  it  that  seems  to  be  of  any  importance. 

Senator  Reed.  2423,  2424  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  ad- 
dressed "  My  dear  Ferdinand." 

The  Chairman.  Portions  of  that  were  read  on  yesterday. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2425  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  sent  to  Mr.  Bird  by 
myself. 

Senator  Wal^h.  I  think  this  should  be  read  in  connection  with 
the  letter  dated  January  29  referring  to  the  colonel  obtaining  cer- 
tain copies  of  the  report  on  the  Sherman  Act.  It  bears  the  same 
date  and  is  addressed  to  J.  P.  Bird,  and  contains  the  following: 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  report  I  am  sending  to 
the  St.  Louis  office  to-day,  also  a  copy  of  tlie  Congressional  Record  of  yesterday, 
and  a  copy  of  the  adverse  report  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  u\x>n  the  Sherman 
law.  I  am  sending  this  letter  and  reports,  feeling  that  if  any  of  our  members 
should  drop  into  the  office  you  can  have  the  pro|)er  information  to  tell  them 
the  good  news  of  the  defeat  of  any  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  in  this  and 
the  next  session  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  I  desire  also  to  read  this  other  portion  of  the  letter, 
as  going  to  show  the  relations  existing  between  the  parties: 

I  am  also  sending  you  an  invitation  to  be  my  guest  if  you  are  going  to  attend 
the  inauguration  here  on  the  4th  of  March.  If  you  come  over  with  Mrs.  Bird, 
Mrs.  Mulhall  and  I  would  feel  greatly  pleasetl  to  have  you  remain  at  our  home 
in  Baltimore  while  you  are  over  here.  We  know  how  the  hotels  will  be 
crowded  in  Washington,  and  as  Baltimore  is  less  than  an  hour's  ride  from  tliis 
city  it  would  be  almost  as  pleasant  coming  here  as  it  would  be  to  take  a 
reasonably  short  ride  ui>on  the  street  cars. 

Is  No.  2426  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand"? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  desire  to  read  this  paragraph : 

One  of  the  first  inquiries  that  Mr.  Watson  made  was  for  Mr.  Emery  and 
what  he  was  doing.  I  excused  Mr.  Emery  on  the  information  that  I  had  re- 
ceived from  his  clerk  yesterday,  and  that  was  that  Mr.  Emery  was  culled 
suddenly  to  New  York  on  a  telegram,  and  that  he  had  to  take  the  3.30  p.  m, 
train,  but  that  he  w(uild  be  back  on  the  limited  this  evening,  which  got  here 
at  8.30  p.  m.  Mr.  Emery  had  no  comnunilcatlon  with  me  before  he  left  for 
New  York,  so  I  do  not  know  what  his  plans  are.  So  if  he  has  gone  away  for 
another  long  stay,  I  feel  it  will  injure  our  work  considerably  here. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  also  think  the  first  paragraph  of  the  letter  should 
be  read.    It  is  as  follows: 

I  met  Mr.  Watson  at  noon  to-day  at  the  Speaker's  room  and  had  a  pleasing 
interview  with  him.  He  stated  that  he  had  seen  Mr.  Hitchcocli  last  evening 
upon  his  own  matter,  and  that  he  would  see  the  chairman  of  the  national 
committee  again  to-day,  to  talk  over  the  situation  more  fully  with  him. 

I  call  attention  also  to  the  following  sentence : 

I  can  tell  by  Mr.  Watson's  receptions  of  me  and  his  way  of  talking  of  Mr. 
Emery  that  he  is  dissatisfied  with  the  efforts  that  Mr.  Emery  is  making. 

Xo.  2427  is  a  letter  signed  "A.  J.  Allen,"  addressed  to  yourself. 
Did  vou  receive  that  letter? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  contains  the  following  statement: 

I  shall  keep  your  letter  before  me,  and  upon  the  adjournment  of  the  U.  M. 
W.  of  A.  convention  will  endeavor  to  get  for  you  the  record  of  same  and  for- 
ward to  you. 

What  was  the  U.  M.  W.  of  A. ! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  the  miners'  convention  that  was  going 
on  at  Indianapolis  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  from  those  initials  give  us  the  title  of  that 
organization  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  United  Mine  Workers  of  America. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  this  A.  J.  Allen? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  a  young  gentleman  that  was  at  headquarters 
in  the  campaign  of  1908,  as  an  assistant  to  myself. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  belong  to  the  miners? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No  J  he  was  secretary  of  one  of  the  manufacturing 
organizations  in  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Eeed.  No.  2428  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  desire  to  read  the  following  from  that 
letter : 

I  went  to  Senator  Beverage's  office  to-day  to  get  Information  concerning 
what  was  told  me  while  in  the  office  of  Congressman  Sabath,  of  the  fifth 
Illinois  district. 

What  was  found  out  in  Congressman  Sabath's  office  that  was  re- 
ferred to  in  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  recall  it,  unless  it  was  something  about 
the  tariff  situation. 

The  Chairman.  I  desire  to  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasing  interview  this  afternoon  with  Mr.  Emery,  and  he 
and  I  fully  went  over  the  Watson  matter  and  also  talked  fully  over  the  different 
things  that  have  been  done  in  Congress  for  the  past  week.  Mr.  Emery  and  I 
are  fully  satisfied  with  the  situation  as  it  now  stands,  and  both  of  ns 
thoroughly  agree  that  the  conditions  here  were  never  better  than  they  are  at 
the  present  time.  We  feel  that  this  has  been  a  retl  letter  week  for  our  associa- 
tion, and  we  are  daily  growing  stronger  with  the  Senate  and  the  Members  of  the 
House. 

I  think  the  following  is  also  of  interest : 

On  my  way  to  Senator  Beveridge's  office  I  was  informed  by  an  Intimate 
friend  of  mine  that  there  was  a  delegation  from  the  Central  Labor  Union  of 
this  city  who  called  on  Senator  Beveridge  on  last  Thursday  in  relation  to  this 
measure  and  Senator  Beveridge  promised  this  delegation  that  he  would  do 
all  that  lay  in  his  power  to  have  the  employers'  liability  bill  amended  so  it 
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would  meet  their  approval.  I  am  given  to  understand  that  the  Senator  has 
got  such  a  bill  now  before  the  Senate,  and  I  will  do  my  best  to  get  a  copy  of 
the  bill  and  send  It  to  you  with  my  next  report. 

Is  Ko.  2429  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Henry  Riesenberg  to 
Ferdinand  C.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes;  that  is  a  copy  that  was 
sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  first  line  there  should  be  stricken  out, 
"  Copy  to  Mr.  Miles,  Col.  Mulhall,  and  Mr.  Boudinot." 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  printed  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is? 

Senator  Eeed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  All  right. 

Senator  Eeed.  Is  2430,  2431  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  paragraph  should  be  read  : 

It  l8  very  kind  of  you  to  Invite  me  to  the  inauguration,  and  I  am  going  to 
accept,  and  I  know  that  Mrs.  Bird  will  be  delighted  to  be  there  also.  Please 
convey  to  Mrs.  Mulhall  mine  and  Mrs.  Bird's  deep  appreciation  of  your  kind- 
ness. Would  it  be  possible  for  you  to  obtain  seats  In  any  of  the  stands  from 
which  the  parade  could  be  reviewed?  I  have  never  seen  an  inaugural  parade, 
and  I  should  be  intensely  interested  to  see  one,  more  so,  I  think  than  to 
listen  to  Mr.  Taft's  inaugurnl  address,  as  I  imderstand  from  Mr.  Boudinot 
that  the  parade  does  not  pass  the  stand  upon  which  the  President  takes  the 
oath  of  office  and  delivers  his-  inaugural  address.  However,  I  shall  be  in 
your  hands,  and  I  am  confident  that  when  the  affair  is  over  I  shall  have  noth- 
ing but  the  most  pleasjint  memories.  As  soon  as  I  can  discuss  this  with  Mrs^ 
Bird  I  will  advise  you  as  to  the  date  of  our  arrival,  etc. 

Mr.  Emery  was  with  us  yesterday,  and  gave  us  a  very  pleasing  r^sum^  of 
the  late  developments  in  Washington,  and  it  Is  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure 
that  we  realize  at  last  the  fact  that  Congress  and  the  Senate  have  been  educated 
to  believe  that  we  are  sound  in  the  principles  that  we  advocate,  and  we 
should  cooperate  in  every  way  for  a  continuation  of  this  feeling,  and  lose  no 
opportunity  to  express  to  Senators  and  Congressmen  our  desire  to  cooperate 
with  them  in  every  particular. 

Senator  Reed.  2432,  2434  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 
Senator  Nelson.  That  is  Mr.  Miilhall's  letter,  is  it  not  ? 
Senator  Eeed.  Yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  I  should  like  to  read  one  paragraph  from  that : 

I  left  Mr.  Smith's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Andrew  J.  Volstead, 
of  the  seventh  Minnesota  district.  Mr.  Volstead  was  strongly  against  a  tariff- 
commission  bill,  and  went  into  a  long  argument  why  he  would  not  support  a 
measure  of  this  kind.  My  inteniew  with  Mr.  Volstead  lasted  for  over  half  an 
hour,  but  I  found  it  was  of  no  use  to  waste  my  time  on  Mr.  Volstead. 

I  would  like  to  read  also  the  next  paragraph : 

I  left  Mr.  Volstead's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Frederick  C.  Stevens, 
of  the  fourth  Minnesota  district.  Mr.  Stevens  Is  against  a  tariff-commission  bill, 
and  a  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  like  all  the  rest  of  that 
committee,  I  found  him  very  strongly  against  a  tarlff-conmiission  bill.  Mr. 
Stevens- stated  that  there  were  too  many  commissions  already  created,  and  that 
the  Treasury  Department  and  other  departments  could  do  all  the  work  that  a 
tprlff  commission  could  do.  and  he  did  not  see  the  sense  of  creating  any  more 
commissions.  His  argument  and  Mr.  Volstead's  argument  were  about  the  same 
against  creating  a  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2435  a  copy  of  an  acx^ount  which  you  rendered 
to  this  association  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  does  it  correctly  show  the  items  of  expenditure 
and  receipt,  as  far  as  it  purports  to  do  so  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
'    Senator  Reed.  2436,  2437  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2436. 

No.  2438  is  not  printed. 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  2438  is  omitted  in  the  printed  record.  There 
is  this  statement  in  the  printed  record : 

Open  letter  of  the  shoe  manufacturers  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  to  the  public, 
February  24,  1909,  text  omitted. 

Senator  Reed.  I  understand  that  is  the  statement,  but  I  wanted  to 
see  if  the  document  was  here,  and  to  see  what  it  was.  This  print  was 
prepared  by  clerks,  and  I  thought  we  ought  to  know  about  it.  I  hand 
it  to  the  committee  to  see  if  there  is  anything  in  it  that  they  want  put 
in  the  record.  If  not,  I  will  pass  on.  It  seems  to  be  impertinent  to 
the  inquiry  here.    It  is  in  favor  of  the  open  shop. 

243^2443  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  paragraph  of  this  letter  that  relates 
to  Mr.  Hammond,  the  only  Democratic  Congressman  from  Minnesota, 
which  I  w  ant  to  read.    It  reads  as  follows : 

I  left  Mr.  Gilham's  office  and  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Winfieid  S.  Ham- 
mond, of  the  second  Minnesota  district.  Mr.  Hammond  was  noncommittal  and 
would  not  say  that  he  was  for  or  against  a  tariff  commission  bill.  He  stated 
also  that  he  would  like  to  have  the  proceedings  of  the  convention  sent  him, 
providing  they  were  printed. 

Senator  Reed.  2444,  2445  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  ad- 
dressed ''  My  Dear  Ferdinand,"  dated  February  1,  1909. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  next  to  the  last  paragi*aph  reads: 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  last  week  about  his  having  ten  thousand  copies  of  Judge 
Jenkins's  speech  printed.  It  is  too  bad  that  we  could  not  have  a  hundred  thou- 
sand of  them  printed,  and  a  number  of  them  sent  to  the  labor  unions  who  have 
been  misinformed  along  those  lines,  for  I  feel  that  both  organized  labor  and 
nnorganized  labor  has  been  woefullj^  misled  by  those  labor  leaders  who  are 
under  the  spell  of  Gompers  and  his  crowd.  There  are  thousjuids  of  working- 
men  who,  if  they  could  be  furnished  with  this  class  of  inforuiation.  would  see 
matters  in  their  true  light,  and  I  feel  that  it  would  do  a  world  of  good.  I 
brought  over  twenty-five  copies  of  the  Record  with  Mr.  Hepburn's  speech  in  it, 
and  also  a  Record  with  Judge  Jenkins's  speech  in.  and  also  the  decision  by  the 
Judiciary  Committee  of  the  Senate,  and  gave  them  to  the  secretai-y  of  the 
Workin^ueu's  Protective  Association  of  Baltimore.  This  organization  is  always 
4)leased  to  get  any  documents  of  this  kind. 

I  invite  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  particular  language, 
"  also  the  decision  by  the  Judiciaiy  Committee.'' 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  refers  to  the  report. 

Senator  Waijsh.  Because  in  an  earlier  letter  reference  was  made 
to  the  "  decision  "  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Senator  Xelsox.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  comment  was  made  upon  the  use  of  that 
word. 

Senator  Reed.  It  evidently  refers  to  the  report. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  it  was  the  decision  of  the  Judiciary  Com- 
^roittee  to  report  adversely  on  the  bill. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 
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Senator  Kbed.  The  second  paragiraph  reads : 

I  note  what  you  say  in  relation  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  I  lxav:e  used  the  greatei^ 
eare  that  I  know  how  to  use  upon  this  matter.  Of  course  there  are  times  tiiat 
I  feel  like  breaking  loose,  but  when  I  get  this  kind  of  a  feeling  I  genevaiJy  ggi 
and  have  a  talk  with  Mr.  Smery  or  Ms.  Watson  oc  somebody  else,  and  than  I 
am  guided  in  a  large  measure  by  the  advice  given  me. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  last  sentence  of  the  next  paragraph  is  ixor 
poFtaAt    It  reads: 

Mr.  Watson  this  morning  seemed  to  be  better  pleased  with  the  situation  a$ 
far  as  we  are  concerned.  He  told  me  he  had  a  long  interview  with.  Mr.  S2meiqr 
on  Saturday,  and  he  and  Mr.  Elmery  came  to  An  agreeable  understanding  m 
relation  as  to  what  should  be  done. 

Senator  Beed.  Na  2446  is  another  Schwedtnmn  letter,  addressed 
^  My  Dear  Ferdinand.'^  He  invites  Schwedtman  to,  come  over  to  the 
inauguration. 

Is  2447,  2448  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  last  paragraph  reads: 

We  have  been,  extremely  fortunate  at  this  session  of  Gonsress.  We  have 
taken  advantage  ot  the  good  feeliag  for  t^e  manufacturers  after  the  last  eamr 
palgn»  and  about  five  or  six  weeks  ago  I  was  instsucted  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to 
make  a  complete  canvass  among  the  M^nbers  of  the  House  and  Senate  and  txf 
to  leajm,  if  possible,  how  they  stood  upon  a  tariff  conunissioa  bill.  The  holdipg 
of  the  convention  la  Indianapolis  this  month  gave  me  a  good  opportunity  l# 
Interview  the  Senate  and  House,  and  every  gentleman  that  I  have  seen  I  have 
done  my  best  to  interview  and  learn  from  him  how  he  stood  upon  labor  meas^ 
ures,  and  I  am  agreeably  surprised  at  the  situation  aa  I  find  it.  As  I  wreta 
Mr^  Schwedtman  last  Friday,  things  have  completely  changed  here  in  the 
last  few  years,  and  it  is  becoming  fashionable  now  for  the  Members  of 
Congress  to  seek  the  friendship  of  ti^se  connected  with  our  organization,  in- 
stead of  avoiding  them  as  they  formerly  did.  Of  course,  as  you  say,  it  iB 
necessary  to  do  everything  we  possibly  can  for  the  continuation  of  this  feeling 
but  I  feel  that  with  our  organization  all  working  together,  as  it  has  been  doing 
for  the  i>ast  couple  of  years,  we  will  not  only  continue  to  gain  In  power  but  wiQ 
cox^tlnue  to.  spread  the  light,  and  bring  conditions  to  both  capital  and  labor 
that  they  have  never  had  before. 

Senator  Rebd.  Is  No.  2449  a  letter  you  received  from  J.  Kirby,  jr.t 
Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  The  last  paragraph  reads: 

The  action  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  in  turning  down  the  proposed 
Sherman  law  amendments  must  be  very  gratifying  to  all  of  us;  it  certainly 
is  to  me. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  notice  that  Mr.  Kirby  is  identified  on  the  letter- 
head as  "  J6bn  Kirby,  jr.,  director  at  large,  Dayton,  Ohio." 
No.  2450  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear 

Ferdinand." 
The  Chairman.  The  second  paragraph  read$: 

At  2  p.  m.  I  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office  and  was  engaged  with  Mr.  Emeiy  far 
about  an  hour  and  a  half,  talking  over  the  situation  and  compaHng  notes.  I 
read  Mr.  Emery  the  paragraph  In  your  letter  of  the  29th,  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Watson,  which  I  received  last  evening,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  with  the 
program  that  is  now  mapped  out  between  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Emery. 

What  was  that  program? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  When  Watson  came  East  he  took,  in  »  large  meas- 
ure, my  place  in  doing  lobby  work,  and  consnlted  with  Mr.  Emery 
frequently  concerning  the  workings  in  Congress  here.    Watson,,  as 


»s. 
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I  stated  yesterday,  had  all  his  mail  sent  from  Mr.  Emery's  oflEice, 
and^  as  near  as  I  could  ^et  at  it,  when  he  was  in  the  city  Mr.  Emery 
and  he  consulted  daily  about  things  here  in  Washington,  about  Con- 
gress and  upon  labor  measures. 

Senator  Keed.  I  call  attention  in  this  same  letter  to  the  following: 

After  leaving  the  House  Office  Bnildlng  I  met  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  of  the 
2nd  New  Jersey  district.  Mr.  Gardner  took  me  to  his  office,  and  I  was  en- 
gaged with  him  for  about  an  hour  and  a  half,  listening  to  different  stories  he 
had  to  tell  about  his  experience  in  Congress.  Of  course,  I  did  not  think  it  was 
courteous  to  break  away,  although  I  had  phoned  to  Mr.  Emery  early  in  the  day 
that  I  would  be  at  his  office  about  the  noon  hour. 

At  2  p.  m.  I  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office  and  was  engaged  with  Mr.  Emery  for 
about  an  hour  and  a  half,  talking  over  the  situation  and  comparing  notes.  I 
read  Mr.  Emery  the  paragraph  in  your  letter  of  the  29th,  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Watson,  which  I  received  last  evening,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  with  the 
program  that  is  now  mapped'  out  between  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Emery. 

At  the  request  of  Mr.  Watson  I  called  at  Mr.  Sherman's  office,  but  found  that 
he  was  out  of  the  city,  making  an  address  at  the  State  legislature  at  Albany, 
New  York,  and  would  not  return  here  until  Tuesday  night  or  Wednesday 
morning. 

I  want  to  thank  you  very  much  for  your  two  letters  to  me,  and  your  letters 
to  Mr.  Emery  and  I  have  cleared  the  situation  a  great  deal,  and  we  now  under- 
stand the  situation  as  Mr.  Van  Cleave  wants  it,  thoroughly. 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  bill  presented  by  Mr. 
Steenerson  last  year,  on  a  tariff  commission.  He  wished  me  to  send  it  to  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  and  I  feel  that  if  he  gets  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  or  yourself 
it  would  be  a  great  help  to  get  him  actively  to  work  for  a  tariff  commission. 

No.  2451-2453  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  reads  in  part: 

I  started  in  to  work  at  the  usual  time  this  morning,  but  unfortunately  this 
has  been  a  day  that  I  have  been  up  against  it  so  far  as  long  interviews  are  con- 
cerned. I  have  seen  but  four  Members  of  the  House  to-day,  and  for  the  balance 
of  the  day  I  have  been  engaged  I  will  make  a  special  report  covering  my  work. 

The  first  party  I  saw  in  the  House  Office  Building  to-day  was  Mr.  Henry  S. 
Caulfield,  of  the  11th  Missouri  district.  Mr.  Caulfield  is  strongly  against  a 
tariff  commission  bill,  and  did  not  hesitate  to  say  so.  Of  course,  Mr.  Caulfield'B 
statement  kind  of  took  me  off  my  feet,  for  I  expected  to  find  a  warm  friend  in 
Mr.  Caulfield  for  our  organization,  but  I  found  Just  the  opposite.  I  told  Mr. 
Caulfield  that  I  was  acquainted  somewhat  in  his  district  and  that  I  met  Mr. 
Flnley,  who  accepted  the  nomination  in  his  district  last  summer,  and  that  we 
were  ready  and  anxious  to  assist  Mr.  Flnley  to  win  in  that  district,  and  that  I 
had  supposed  that  the  manufacturers  in  St.  Louis  did  aid  Mr.  Flnley. 

Mr.  Caulfield  opened  his  interview  by  stating  that  the  manufacturers  of  St. 
Louis  were  the  poorest  lot  of  politicians  that  he  knew  of  In  the  country,  and 
that  this  was  his  first  term  in  Congress,  and  he  owed  nothing  to  the  manu- 
facturers of  his  district,  when  he  was  elected.  In  fact,  he  never  received  a 
communication  from  them  until  after  he  was  elected,  and  that  he  had  learned 
a  trade  in  a  certain  factory  in  St.  Louis,  and  after  leaving  that  factory  and 
studying  law,  and  getting  the  nomination  for  Congress,  he  went  to  the  owner 
of  that  factory  and  asked  for  the  privilege  of  going  over  his  shops  and  re- 
newing his  acquaintance  with  a  number  of  the  men,  and  this  was  fiatly  denied 
him.  He  said  he  did  not  get  a  particle  of  assistance  from  any  manufacturers 
Uvlng  in  St.  Louis,  and  he  owed  them  nothing;  that  he  paid  his  own  campaign 
expenses  when  elected,  and  never  received  any  assistance  from  any  manufac- 
turers' organization. 

I  told  him  that  I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  Citizens*  Industrial  Asso- 
ciation and  the  Manufacturers'  Association  of  St.  Louis  had  helped  him,  and 
he  answered  this  by  stating  that  they  did  not,  and  that  they  were  a  lot  of  **  no 
goods,'*  and  that  if  I  had  any  acquaintances  out  there  I  might,  write  and  tell 
them  so,  for  that  really  was  his  experience  with  them  when  he  rah  for  Congress. 
He  stated  that  he  had  never  got  a  dollar  from  the  manufacturers  and  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Flnley  had  never  received  a  dollar,  and  the 
reason  that  Mr.  Flnley  was  so  badly  defeated  in  St.  Louis  last  year  was  on 
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account  of  the  treatment  lie  received  from  the  business  people  in  his  district, 
they  not  aiding  him. 

Mr.  Gaulfleld  stated  that  he  did  not  get  any  invitation  to  attend  the  con- 
TOition  in  Indianapolis  and  would  not  attend  if  he  did,  for  his  duties  here  at 
the  present  time  took  all  of  his  time,  and,  besides,  he  was  going  out  of  Ck)ngress 
after  the  4th  of  March,  and  he  did  not  Imow  as'  he  would  ever  run  for  this 
office  again. 

My  interview  with  Mr.  Gaulfleld  lasted  for  about  forty  minutes,  and  I  told 
him  of  a  grea't  many  things  that  the  manufacturers  had  done  in  politics  for 
the  past  six  years,  and  I  was  strongly  under  the  impression  that  if  he  had  met 
the  right  people  in  St  Louis  that  were  at  the  head  of  the  manufacturing  or- 
ganizations that  he  would  have  a  different  story  to  tell.  Before  leaving  his 
office  he  and  I  became  quite  friendly,  but  all  through  my  interview  with  him 
he  gave  me  the  Impression  that  he  favored  the  labor  organizations  of  his  home 
city,  and  he  also  gave  me  the  impression  that  he  intended  to  be  a  candidate, 
if  not  for  Congress,  for  some  other  office  in  St.  Louis  in  the  near  future. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Caulfleld*s  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Harry  L.  May- 
nard,  of  the  2d  Virginia  district. 

Is  No.  2454  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chaibman.  Gentlemen  of  uie  committee,  I  have  here  this  ques- 
tion, given  to  me  by  Mr.  Emery  to  ask  Mr.  Mulhall :  Did  Mr.  Wat- 
son make  his  head(}uarters  in  Mr.  Emery's  office  during  the  winter 
of  1908-9,  before  his  retirement  from  Congress  on  Maren  4,  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  yes,  sir;  because  I  fre- 
quently met  him  there  myself. 

Senator  Reed.  Whether  he  made  his  headquarters  there  or  not, 
do  you  know  whether  ^le  was  there  frequently! 

Mr.  MmjHALL.  Yes,  sir.    Not  only  that.    I  want  to  say,  since  that 

Question  is  asked,  that  Senator  Hemenway  and  ex-Congre&sman 
littlepage  had  an  office  communicating  with  Mr.  Emery's  office.  Mr. 
Watson  made  both  those  offices  virtually  his  home  at  all  times  after 
he  ran  for  governor,  after  the  campaign  of  1898,  as  near  as  I  can 
remember.    He  was  to  be  found  there  at  all  times. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  was  that  office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Nos.  11  and  13  Union  Trust  Building;  and  I 
believe  Mr.  Littlepage's  and  Mr.  Hemenway's  office  was  15  and  17 
Union  Trust  Building,  this  city. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  show  you  No.  2455,  which  seems  to  be  a  copy 
of  a  letter  bearing  the  signature,  as  well  as  I  can  judge  of  it,  "  Ferd. 
C.  Schwedtman,  and  addressed  "My  Dear  Mr.  Kiesenberg."  I 
will  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  was  sent  to  you  by 
Mr.  Schwedtman  I 

Mr.  MtTLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  show  you  2456,  2457.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter 
written  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Mr.  Miles,  and  which  was  forwarded 
to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Attached  to  that,  or  with  it,  and  numbered  2457, 
is  the  result  of  a  poll  of  some  kind,  and  it  is  marked  "  Tariff  poll 
of  Congress,  summary  Feb.  3."    That  is  in  typewriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  seem  to  be  two  poll  lists. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  I  made  a  canvass  of  the  Members,  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man at  different  times  sent  me  a  list  of  that  kind  to  show  how  the 
Members  stood. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  this  second  document  one  of  those  lists  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  Sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Bseo.  That  is  marked  24&7. 

(Senator  Reed  here  read  in  full  2456,  2457.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2458  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  you  by 
Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHAUi.  It  is  an  original  letter  written  by  Mr.  Boudinot 
to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  it  simply  incloses  treasury  check  for  $209.9©', 
covering  expense  account. 

No.  2459-2461  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  M^  Dear  Ferdinand." 

No.  2462  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed'  "Mjy  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

(Senator  Reed  read  in  full  No.  2462.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2463  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    It  reads  as  follows : 

(2463.) 

Washingtoit,  D.  Cm  Feln^ary  4,  1999. 

Mt  D£ar  Fexdusajhd:  Yesterday  was  an  extremely  qiiiet  day  as  far  as  blUs 
pertaining  to  our  organization  are  concerned,  and  It  appears  now  as  If  we 
would  have  but  very  little  more  legislation  of  that  kind  for  some  time  to  come. 

Ot  course  Brother  Emery  is  as  vigilant  as  ever  and  thinks  it  is  absolutely 
necessary  for  one  of  us  to  be  on  the  ''  job  "  continually,  and  I  fully  agree  with 
him,  for  we  can  not  tell  the  moment  that  those  fellows  will  attempt  to  spring 
something.  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  no  use  of  going  any  fur- 
tiier  to  canvass  the  Members  upon  a  tariff  commission  bill.  We  have  now  got  a 
flDst-class  line  on  all  the  leaders  in  Congress,  in  both  the  House  and  Senate, 
and  whenever  we  get  the  word  to  push  a  bill  of  tbis  kind  I  am  posLtLTe  tiwt 
we  will  luiow  the  right  men  to  see  to  get  it  Into  the  committee  and  through  the 
House  and  Senate  on  Its  passage. 

I  am  going  with  Mr.  Emery  to-day  to  see  Mr.  William  B.  McKlnley,  of  the 
nineteenth  Illinois  district,  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  and  other 
Illinois  Members.  We  are  taking  advantage,  in  a  political  way,  of  the  situation 
in  Illinois  at  the  present  time--that  is,  we  know  tliat  Senator  Albert  J.  Hop- 
kins is  attempting  to  get  back  to  the  Senate,  and  as  there  is  a  deadlock  in  that 
State  upon  the  election  of  a  Senator,  we  are  spreading  the  impression  that 
on  account  of  the  contemptible  stand  taken  by  Senator  Hopkins  at  the  con- 
vention held  in  Chicago  last  June,  wherein  he  was  extremely  unfair  to  the 
manufacturing  interests  in  refusing  them  a  hearing  before  the  committee  on 
resolutions  and  packing  that  committee  In  favor  of  the  Gompers  crowd,  has 
n  a  large  measure  brought  this  fight  upon  his  own  shoulders.  There  have  been 
some  votes  cast  for  Mr.  McKlnley  since  the  contest  started,  and  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  will  see  Mr.  McKlnley  to-day  on  this  issue  and  try  to  gain  his  active 
influence  for  our  people  from  this  time  on.  Of  t^ourse  Mr.  McKlnley  is  chairman 
of  the  national  congressional  committee,  taking  Mr.  Sherman's  place,  and  would 
be  a  very  valuable  and  strong  man  in  the  next  House.  He  is  extremely  friendly 
at  the  present  time,  but  we  are  doing  all  we  can  to  make  this  friendship  much 
stronger. 

I  send  thia  information  to  yeu  hoping  that  you  will  be  able  to  taJce  some 
advantage  of  it.  and  also  convincing  you  that  James,  and  I  are  on  the  job  for 
all  it  is  worth,  so  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours, 

'"  ■     '       . 

Mr.  Fbsdinand  C.  Schwedtmajt, 

St.  I^uis,  Mo. 
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Who  was  James? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Keed.  Did  you  do  the  things  you  said  in  this  letter  you 
did?      , 

Mr.  Ml^lhall.  I  understood  the  whole  organization  was  in- 
structed to  work  against  Senator  Hopkins,  of  Ulinois,  on  account  of 
the  stand  he  took  at  the  national  convention  in  1908.  That  letter 
just  states  the  stand  he  did  take. 

Senator  Eeed.  Is  No.  2464  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand  "  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh  read  from  the  letter  referred  to,  as  follows : 

The  Hoose  Judiciary  Committee  adjourned  sine  die  to-day,  so  of  course  that 
closes  all  legislation  that  we  would  have  anything  to  do  with  for  the  present; 
besides,  I  have  had  a  very  agreeable  interview  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner, 
cbairman  of  the  House  Labor  Ck>nimittee,  and  he  told  me  that  his  committee 
and  the  subcommittee  would  not  make  any  reports  upon  the  constitutionaUty 
of  the  eight-hour  bill  or  other  bills  at  this  session,  so  this  finishes  the  work  of 
tliose  two  committees  on  the  House  side,  and  will  leave  the  road  clear  for  us 
for  this  session  of  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  first  paragraph : 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  go  into  the  Watson  matter  with  you,  or 
what  was  done  here  yesterday,  for  I  am  fully  aware  that  Mr.  Kmery  has  both 
written  and  telegraphed  you  all  that  Is  necessary  upon  that  subject.  I  still  have 
hopes  that  the  place  will  be  open  so  we  can  aid  Mr.  Watson,  and  next  week  will 
close  this  incident  one  way  or  the  other,  but  just  as  soon  as  Mr.  Watson  gets 
back  there  will  be  things  done  that  will  show  us  just  where  we  are  at. 

Senator  Nemon.  That  paragraph  that  Senator  Reed  just  read  evi- 
dently refers  to  getting  him  a  place  in  the  Cabinet.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2465,  2466  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  a  Mulhall  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  relates  to  his  being  stopped  on  account  of  a 
policeman  thinking  he  was  a  book  agent. 

Senator  Reed.  My  friend  Mr.  Gushing  comes  in  here,  again.  I  do 
not  know  how  important  a  factor  he  may  be  before  this  is  over. 

Senator  Walbh.  There  seems  to  have  been  a  rivalry  between  him 
and  Mr.  Mulhall  as  to  getting  the  various  manufacturers  of  the 
country  on  their  lists. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Not  a  rivalry  between  Mr.  Gushing  and  me ;  it  was 
a  rivalry  between  the  organizations.  The  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers  were  doing  all  they  knew  how  to  drive  Mr.  Gushing 
out  of  Washington. 

Senator  Nelson.  Had  not  Mr.  Gushing  started  up  another  organi- 
zation? 

Mr.  Mulhall,  No.  He  was  working  then  for  the  Metal  Trades 
Association,  an  organization  that  has  affiliated  with  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  are  now  under  the  heading  of  the 
National  Gouncil  for  Industrial  Defense. 

©508^— PT  31—13 2 


3032      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2467  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  A.  J. 
Allen? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2468  the  reply  of  Mr.  Allen? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2469  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parry  to  yourself? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  certainly  do  hope  the  Lord  will  smile  on  the  efforts  being  made  to  place 
Watson  in  the  Cabinet.  I  have  been  doing  all  in  my  power  toward  that  ^id, 
but  just  how  far  I  may  have  succeeded  is  hard'  to  tell  until  it  comes  to  the 
show-down. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2470  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudihot? 
Mr.  MuiiHAiiL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  paragraph : 

I  merely  throw  out  the  suggestion  that  the  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  Mr.  James  S.  Sherman,  would  speak  at  our  next  convention — ^that  is,  I 
mean  the  convention  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers — if  he  is 
extended  an  invitation,  and  I  also  know  that  Mr.  Sherman  will  help  you  in  any 
way  you  wish  his  aid  to  get  first-class  speakers  for  that  event 

Senator  Reed.  Apropos  of  the  other  matter  we  had  up  here  in 
regard  to  Senator  Nelson,  I  read  the  following: 

The  Judiciary  Ck>mmittee  of  the  House  adjourned  to-day  sine  die,  so  there 
is  no  danger  of  any  legislation  that  will  require  close  watching  for  the  balance 
of  this  session,  so  from  this  time  out  I  suppose  Mr.  Emery  and  I  can  wander 
around  to  attend  to  other  matters  that  are  requiring  our  attention,  so  I  am 
hoping  that  I  may  get  an  invitation  to  go  to  Indianapolia 

2471,  2472  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

I  know  that  you  will  do  splendid  work  with  McKinley,  and  he  is  a  good 
man,  too;  but  I  am  particularly  impressed  with  what  you  say  about  eithtf  you 
or  Mr.  Emery  being  on  the  Job  all  the  time.  You  know  better  than  we  all  do 
how  tricky  politicians  are,  and  the  minute  you  both  have  your  backs  turned 
they  are  Uable  to  put  up  a  job  on  us. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Schwedtman,  and  bear- 
ing what  appears  to  be  the  impression  of  a  rubber-stamp  signature 
of  H.  E.  Miles.  The  letter  wnich  is  marked  in  the  print  as  2471. 
2472  should  be  marked  2471,  and  this  letter  bearing  the  signature  or 
H.  E.  Miles,  which  in  the  print  has  no  number,  should  be  nimibered 
2472.    That  was  evidently  the  purpose  of  the  printer. 

2473,  2474  is  another  letter  that  you  received  from  Schwedtman, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mui^HAUi  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  in  that,  is  there,  that  anybody 
wants  to  have  read! 

No.  2475  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you! 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL  (after  examination).  Yes^  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  oi  importance  in  that. 

Is  No.  2476  a  letter  from  Boudinot  toyou ! 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Eeed.  He  says : 

Am  veiy  glad  to  have  suggestions  about  Mr.  Sherman  and  will  lay  it  before 
the  committee  of  arrangements. 

Do  you  know  what  that  referred  to? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  in  regard  to  an  invitation  to  address 
the  association. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  evidently  an  answer  to  the  letter  sug- 
gesting that  Mr.  Sherman  would  speak  at  the  meeting. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  2477  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Wal&h  (reading) : 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  still  very  strongly  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  some 
one  staying  in  Washington,  and  he  very  much  favors  your  remaining  in  charge. 
We  don*t  know  what  will  come  up  in  the  three  or  four  directions  in  which  we 
are  working,  and  to  be  in  telegraphic  communication  with  Wasliington  at 
every  moment  day  and  night  seems  almost  essential.  We  all  feel  awfully  bad 
about  this,  because  we  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  in  Indianapolis, 
but  duty  is  with  you  the  same*' as  with  us  the  first  consideration.  You  know, 
for  instance,  that  my  duty  will  call  me  away  from  Indianapolis  part  of  the 
time.  I  must  come  back  to  preside  at  our  St.  Louis  meeting  on  Tuesday 
evening. 

Senator  Eeed.  Is  No.  2478  a  letter  from  Allen  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir.  I  notice  the 
heading  of  that  letter,  Senator,  and  I  want  to  correct  myself.  Mr. 
Allen  was  secretary  of  the  Employers'  Association  of  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  2479  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  2479.) 

Senator  Reed.  2480,  2481  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Parry? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

Watson  has  been  West,  at  home,  on  account  of  the  sickness  of  his  father, 
since  the  middle  of  last  week,  but  we  expect  him  back  here  to-day,  and  as  soon 
as  he  returns  I  shall  certainly  tell  him  of  the  many  nice  things  you  say  hi  both 
your  letters  of  recent  date  to  me  about  him.  I  feel  certain  the  Watson  matter 
will  be  settled  this  week,  just  as  soon  as  he  returns,  but  I  am  a  little  bit  afraid 
that,  to  meet  with  success,  his  canvass  was  taken  up  a  little  too  late. 

2482,  2483  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  ^'My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 
Senator  Nelson.  I  will  read  this  one  paragraph  of  that: 

Mr.  Bmery  has  not  showed  up  to  date  since  he  left  last  week,  and  Watson  is 
In  the  same  boat,  so  tliat  all  I  am  doing  at  the  present  time  Is  sitting  on  the  lid 
and  watching  thing& 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  sentence : 

I  expect  that  when  Mr.  Emery  gets  back  he  will  have  a  few  busy  days,  for 
before  he  Ic^  here  both  he  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion  that  we  would  do  all 
we  possibly  could  this  week  to  push  the  organization  of  the  committees,  with 
the  aid  of  our  friends. 

Does  that  refer  to  the  committees  in  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2484  is  another  letter  of  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Bked.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows : 

The  inclosed  is  the  last  gun  being  fired  from  this  office  in  connection  with  the 
convention. 

No.  2485  is  a  letter  of  Van  Cleave  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  2485.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2486  a  copy  of  another  financial  report  that 
you  made  to  this  organization,  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So  far  as  it  purports  to  show  the  facts,  is  it  correct? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2487,  2488  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter? 

My  Deab  Martin:  I  have  hefore  me  your  letter  of  Fehrnary  9.  Yon  are 
nilstaken  when  you  say  that  you  feel  sure  you  will  not  be  missed  in  Indianapolis. 
You  will  be  missed  more  than  any  other  one  man  living,  and  it  is  with  the 
greatest  reluctance  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  his  final  orders  for  you  to  keep 
the  lid  down  in  Washington  while  Mr.  Emery  is  gone. 

The  chief  feels  that  your  presence  in  Washington  is  especially  important  on 
account  of  the  recent  incident  In  connection  with  the  anonymous  letter.  We 
have  indications  now  that  an  anonymous  statement  similar  to  that  one  Is  being 
sent  to  organizations  all  over  the  country.  I  understand  that  this  statement 
accuses  you  of  defeating  Jenkins,  Watson,  and  Hemeuway.  I  hope  to  place  a 
copy  before  you  and  Mr.  Emery  promptly.  What  steps  have  you  taken  to 
trace  this  matter?  Mr.  Van  Cleave  would  like  to  have  you  give  your  whole 
energy  to  it  Is  it  not  possible  to  find  out  from  the  guard  who  detained  you 
under  whose  orders  or  on  whose  initiative  he  acted?  It  would  seem  the  best 
clue  on  which  to  work.  Possibly  we  might  learn  something  from  our  friends 
Hemenway,  Watson,  and  Jenkins,  by  having  these  men  talk  encouragingly  to 
our  fat  friend.  He  may  admit  it  if  they  say  they  are  In  sympathy  with  him, 
but  I  doubt  it  Furthermore,  I  have  no  intention  of  seriously  making  sugges- 
tions to  a  former  star  of  the  Secret  Service  Bureau;  a  man  who  can  mn 
down  moonshiners  In  Kentucky  ought  to  be  able  to  run  down  moral  cut- 
throats in  Washington. 

Senator  Reed.  VH\o  was  "  our  fat  friend  "  mentioned  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Marshall  Gushing. 

Senator  Reed.  The  anonymous  letter  referred  to  was  the  one 
that  has  already  been  referred  to  here  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  supposition  was  that  Mr.  Gushing  wrote  this 
letter.  When  I  was  making  a  canvass  of  the  House,  I  generally 
went  from  door  to  door. 

Senator  Neuson.  What  does  he  refer  to  when  he  speaks  of  "  a 
former  star  of  the  Secret  Service  Bureau  "  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  that  refers  to  me,  Senator;  I  was  quite  suc- 
cessful when  I  was  in  that  service. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  had  better  read  the  rest  of  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  run  down  moonshiners  in  Kentucky? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  did. 

Senator  Neuson.  And  moral  cutthroats  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  I  do  not  know  about  that,  Senator.  He  is  referring 
to  Mr.  Gushing.  That  shows  his  great  love  for  Gushing.  After  I 
left  the  ^rvice  that  is  V^hat  they  dubbed  me.  That  is  one  of  the 
reasons  I  am  fighting. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3035 

Senator  Reed.  The  last  paragraph  of  this  letter  reads : 

In  conclusion  let  me  say  that  Mr.  Tan  Cleave  thoroughly  appreciates  the  sug- 
gestions that  you  make  as  to  danger  of  stampeding  the  convention.  You  have 
had  so  much  experience  with  conventions  that  you  know  that  the  average  man 
coming  there  Is  fair-minded  and  anxious  to  stand  for  Justice  and  right  He  can 
not  be  stampeded  easily,  especially  since  our  cause  Is  so  clean,  so  straight,  and 
90  aboveboard  that  it  must  appeal  at  once  to  everybody  except  the  paid  traitors. 
There  is  no  fear  In  the  heart  of  our  chief,  nor  In  mine,  and  the  convention  is 
sure  to  help  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  to  win  new  laurels. 

Senator  Nelbon.  Schwedtman  seems  to  be  the  bravest  man  on 
earth. 

Senator  Beed.  2489-2491  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  Mv  Dear  Ferdinand." 


I 


The  Chairman.  I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

I  had  a  long  Interview  with  Mr.  Watson  In  relation  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
committees  and  particularly  the  Judiciary  Committee.  Mr.  Watson  states  that 
the  Speaker  will  not  appoint  Mr.  Malby  as  chairman  of  the  Judiciary  Committee, 
but  that  he  will  appoint  him  chairman  of  the  sub- Judiciary  Committee,  the 
place  that  Mr.  Littiefield  formerly  held,  and  Mr.  Watson  is  under  the  Impres- 
sion that  with  Mr.  Malby  in  this  place  it  will  be  just  as  important  as  if  he 
was  chairman  of  the  full  committee,  for  as  a  general  rule  all  the  labor  bills 
are  referred  to  the  subcommittee.  This  we  certainly  know  has  been  the  case 
in  the  past. 

Mr.  Watson  says  the  Speaker  feels  that  it  is  his  duty  to  appoint  Richard 
Wayne  Parker,  of  the  7th  New  Jersey  district,  as  chairman  of  the  full  com- 
mittee. I  told  Mr.  Watson  that  Mr.  Parker  was  not  entirely  satisfactory  to  UB 
for  many  reasons ;  first,  that  he  has  not  got  the  backbone  to  make  a  good  chair- 
man of  that  committee,  and  besides  he  comes  from  a  district  that  is.  In  a  large 
measure,  controlled  by  labor  unions,  and  in  that  district  the  Republican  boss, 
Major  Lintz,  has  the  supreme  control  of  Parker,  and  that  Major  Lintz  has  never 
been  friendly  to  the  manufacturing  organizations.  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  he 
would  have  the  Speaker  hold  off  on  Parker  for  a  while,  and  allow  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  to  have  an  interview  in  relation  to  this  matter,  and  that  he  would  see 
us  when  he  returned  on  Saturday  morning  from  Pittsburgh. 

I  also  mentioned  to  Mr.  Watson  about  putting  Mr.  Denby  on  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  and  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  he  would  see  that  that  committee 
was  fixed  up  as  well  as  it  was  possible  to  fix  It,  or  in  other  words  just  the 
way  we  wanted  it. 

I  also  talked  with  Mr.  Watson  about  the  Labor  Committee  and  about  removing 
Mr.  Nichols  from  that  committee.  Mr.  Watson  states  that  the  Speaker,  at 
the  present  time,  is  Inclined  to  let  Mr.  Champ  Clark,  the  Democratic  leader, 
place  the  members  on  the  committee  from  his  side  of  the  House,  but  that  he 
(Watson)  has  been  urging  the  Speaker,  with  other  leaders,  not  to  allow  Clark 
to  name  the  Democrats,  and  that  the  Speaker  has  not  fully  made  up  his  mind 
upon  this  subject  as  yet. 

Senator  Reesd.  I  will  read  also  the  following : 

Mr.  Watson  seems  to  be  more  alarmed  about  the  Beverldge  situation  than 

he  does  anything  else,  and  he  states  positively  that  he  knows  for  a  fact  that 

Beverldge  is  playing  to  the  labor  element  all  through  the  State  of  Indiana, 

'  and  seeking  the  aid  of  organized  labor  at  the  present  time.    This  I  know  to 

be  a  fact. 

I  want  to  read  also  this  earlier  paragraph : 

After  my  talk  with  Mr.  Emery,  Mr.  Watson  invited  me  to  his  room  In  the  New 
WlUard,  and  he  mapped  out  his  program  as  to  what  he  wished  done  in  relation 
to  his  affairs. 

Then  there,  follows  a  discussion  of  that. 
Is  No.  2492  a  letter  you  received  from  Boudinot? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2493  a  telegram  you  received  from  Mr. 
Emery  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Eeed.  It  reads  as  follows : 

Please  secure  copies  of  tariff  commission  bills  introduced  and  forward  same 
to  me,  Hotel  Claypool,  Indianapolis. 

Was  that  when  they  were  having  that  convention? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.    There  were  some  bills  introduced,  I  be-- 
lieve,  by  Mr.  Stephens — or  Ste^nerson,  I  think,  of  Minnesota — and 
they  wanted  those  bills  as  a  sample  bill. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  No.  2494  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ee£d.  It  reads : 

There  is  a  Davis  educational  bill  pending  in  Congress.  It  has  been  there  for 
a  year  or  two,  and  when  last  we  saw  it  we  suggested  some  alterations.  WiU 
you  be  kind  enough  to  see  if  you  can  get  us  several  copies  of  the  bill. 

Was  this  institution  interesting  itself  in  educational  bills,  too? 

Mr.  MxTLHAUL..  I  should  judge  so,  from  the  tenor  of  that  letter. 

Senator  Kelson.  For  the  information  of  the  committee,  I  will  say 
that  it  is  practically  the  same  as  the  Page  bill,  which  has  recently 
been  before  the  Senate. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2495  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you? 

Mr.  MULHAI4L  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  1  will  read,  beginning  with  the  second  paragraph, 
as  follows : 

AU  that  you  say  about  the  Watson  matter  is  carefully  noted.  We  sincerely 
hope  that  Mr.  Watson  may  be  in  Indianapolis  so  that  we  may  have  a  further 
talk  with  him.    The  suspense  must  soon  be  over. 

I  again  express  regret  that  you  can  not  be  with  us  at  the  convention,  but 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  feels  strongly  that  a  reliable  general  must  remain  in  charge 
of  the  Washington  situation,  and  much  as  I  regret  it  I  can  not  help  but  agree 
with  him. 

2496,  2497  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  an  expression  in  the  letter  which,  if  you 
will  allow  me,  Senator,  I  will  read : 

I  have  started  in  anew  on  the  Gushing  case,  and  this  will  afford  me  some 
work  for  the  next  few  days  to  come,  for  I  intend  to  chase  this  matter  down 
and  get  definite  information  that  Gushing  sent  out  those  letters. 

To  what  does  that  refer? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  refers  to  the  letter  that  was  sent  out  through 
the  West  concerning  the  organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  An  anonymous  letter  saying  that  Mulhall  beat 
Hemenway,  Jenkins,  and  Watson. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see. 

Senator  Reed.  In  view  of  the  evident  challenging  of  the  statement 
of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Watson  had  any  headquarters  with  these  people,! 
think  this  might  go  in : 

In  talking  with  Mr.  Watson  on  Thursday  evening  at  the  hotel  he  stated  that 
he  was  going  to  the  convention  and  that  there  was  not  a  particle  of  danger 
that  anything  would  come  up  in  this  city  while  the  convention  is  going  on  In 
Indianapolis.  Of  course,  I  agree  with  Mr.  Watson  along  those  lines,  for  I 
have  been  pretty  well  posted,  and  kept  posted,  on  the  situation  here,  and  I 
have  told  our  James  for  some  time  that  both  of  us  could  be  away  without  danger 
while  the  convention  was  being  held,  but  the  good  soldier  always  obeys  orders, 
and  that  is  the  way  I  feel  regarding  this  case,  and  I  will  stay  on  the  Job  here 
and  do  all  I  can  until  Brother  James  returns. 
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Is  No.  2498  a  letter  vou  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALi.  (after  examining  letter).  That  Mr.  Bird  wrote 
to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  It  refers  to  this  scurrilous  attack  made  on  Watson. 

Is  2499,  2500  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  James  A. 
Emery? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  it,  as  follows :    , 

There  has  been  a  convention  here  of  the  liUmber  Manufacturers*  Association, 
and  I  have  met  Mr.  Edward  Hines  of  that  organization.  Mr.  Hines  toolc  a 
leading  part  last  year  in  Mr.  Jenkinses  district  He  has  about  800  men  employed 
in  the  lumber  business  in  Superior  City,  in  Wisconsin,  and  he  got  them  most 
actively  to  work  with  their  bosses  In  our  behalf  in  the  eleventh  Wisconsin  dis- 
trict. Mr.  Hines  is  a  member  of  our  association,  and  I  was  given  a  splendid 
letter  to  him  by  Mr.  Job  when  in  Chicago  at  the  convention  last  year.  I  saw 
Mr.  Hines  several  times  after  the  convention  was  over  while  interested  in  the 
Jenkins  campaign,  and  he  was  always  willing  and  anxious  to  help  us  in  any 
way  that  he  possibly  could.  He  was  pleased  to  meet  me  here  in  Washington. 
I  had  a  very  pleasing  interview  with  him  in  relation  to  the  political  situation 
up  to  date  and  the  success  that  we  had  in  the  different  districts  last  year. 

I  will  inclose  a  clipping  from  the  Washington  Herald  of  yesterday,  and  you 
will  see  that  he  met  with  the  labor  leaders,  at  the  request  of  Secretary  Straus 
and  others,  here  on  Thursday  evening,  so  I  was  very  anxious  to  impress  upon 
Mr.  Hines  how  Gompers  and  the  labor  fakirs  stand  with  the  leading  Members  of 
Congress  at  the  present  time. 

I  took  Mr.  Hines  up  to  your  office  and  told  him  that  you  would  be  pleased  to 
have  him  make  your  office  his  headquarters  at  any  time  that  be  was  in  Wash- 
ington. Unfortunately,  the  stenographer  was  not  there,  as  usual,  and  I  found 
her  part  of  the  office  locked  up.  Mr.  Hines  went  there  for  the  purpose  of  doing 
some  confidential  work,  and  it  made  me  feel  quite  cheap,  after  boasting  to  him 
of  the  splendid  service  we  had  here. 

This  morning  I  called  at  your  office  and  found  Miss  White  in.    She  was  very 

indignant  that  I  should  presume  to  call  on  a  national  holiday. 

*  41  «  *  *  *  « 

I  performed  the  errand  you  gave  me,  in  regard  to  getting  5,000  copies 
printed  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee,  and  they  will  be  printed  and  in- 
closed in  letters  with  Senator  Nelson's  frank  on  them,  and  a  thousand  sent  to 
your  office,  a  thousand  to  the  New  York  office,  and  three  thousand  sent  to  the 
St  Louis  office,  as  you  have  directed. 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  Senator  Nelson  himself  when  I  went 
to  his  office  to  get  the  order  to  Mr.  Smith  for  the  printing  of  those  reports. 
Senator  Nelson  told  me  that  Cushing  called  on  him  and  got  500  copies  of  his 
report  This  gave  me  an  opportunity  to  talk  to  the  Senator  about  Cushing,  and 
I  am  under  the  impression  that  when  I  get  through  that  Cushing  will  get  no 
more  reports  from  that  office  in  the  future. 

What  about  that?    Did  you  go  and  have  those  copies  printed? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Seed.  Where  did  you  get  the  franks  of  Senator  Nelson 
to  send  them  out? 

Mr.  MuKBEALL.  That  I  am  not  clear  on  at  the  present  time.  Sen- 
ator. I  might  have  asked  his  secretarj^;  and  I  wish  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Senator  to  go  over  and  see  his  secretary,  when  he  is 
present,  in  relation  to  my  past  interviews. 

Senator  Nelson.  My  secretary  is  right  here. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  were  three  secretaries  there  at  the  time,  Sen- 
ator, if  I  am  not  mistaken,  three  gentlemen  in  the  office,  because  I 
remember  at  one  time  I  went  there  and  I  gave  to  one  of  your  secre- 
taries a  very  amusing  incident  about  Mr.  Emery.  He  wanted  to 
know  what  Mr.  Emery's  salary  was,  and  I  told  him  I  thought  about 
$26,000  a  year,  which  I  thought  was  pretty  near  correct,  as  $12,000 
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a  year  was  his  salary,  and  that  he  was  allowed  about  the  sahie  for 
office  expenses  and  incidental  expenses. 

Senator  Reed.  Senator  Nelson,  do  you  want  to  ask  about  this? 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  -Keed.  There  was  no  impropriety  in  sending  out  those 
copies.    It  is  one  document  that  I  think  ought  to  be  sent  out. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  all  of  us  sent  them  out. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  that  was  sent  out  as  an  entire 
document.  There  were  a  few  franks — I  think  they  were  inclosed  in 
a  bag.  We  frequently  sent  bags  of  mail  from  Washington  here,  and 
it  would  only  take  the  frank  of  one  Member.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  was  that  way  or  whether  it  was  sent  out  as  a  general  frank. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  Miss  White  referred  to  in  this  letter  is  the 
same  Miss  White,  presumably,  of  whose  services  you  availed  your- 
self in  connection  with  the  McClave  campaign  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2501,  2502  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
A.  J.  Allen? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wish  they  had  sent  out  a  million  copies  of  that 
document.  Senator  Nelson. 

No.  2503  appears  to  be  an  account  that  you  had  with  Mr.  Gould,  a 
receipt  for  stenographic  services. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  That  is  where  I  got  my 
letters  made  up  when  I  left  Mr.  Emery's  stenographer,  when  Mr. 
Watson  came  in. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2504  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Richards,  the  vice  president  and  general  manager  of  the  Reading 
Railway  Co.? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Washington,  D.  C,  February  17,  1909. 

Mr.    W.    J.    RlCHABDS, 

Vice  President  and  General  Manager 

Reading  Railway  Co.,  PottsviUe,  Pa. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Richards:  I  wrote  to  Mr.  George  F.  Baer,  president  of  the 
Reading  Railway  Co.,  on  November  23,  tendering  to  him  the  assistance  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  &nd  other  kindred  organizations,  with 
which  I  am  afflliated,  for  the  puri><)se  of  aiding  them  in  any  industrial  trouble 
that  they  may  have  this  coming  spring.  From  the  best  information  our  associa- 
tion can  get,  we  exi)ect  an  extendeci  coal  strike  in  the  anthracite  region.  We 
have  got  a  very  large  membership  up  through  that  region  who  are  desirous  to 
have  that  section  an  open-shop  district. 

I  cnlled  at  the  Reading  terminal  on  November  15  and  had  a  long  interview 
with  Mr.  Wallace.  Mr.  Baer's  secretary,  and  Mr.  Wallace  advised  me  to  write 
you.  I  will  be  verj-  pleased  if  you  will  grant  me  an  interview,  as  we  are  very 
much  interested  in  that  part  of  Pennsylvania. 

You  w^lll  please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Baer 
on  the  23d  ultimo,  and  also  my  business  card  with  my  address. 

Hoping  I  can  have  the  pleasure  of  an  interview  when  convenient,  believe 
me  to  be, 

Respectfully,  yours,  . 

No.  2505  is  another  .  Schwedtman  letter  addresned  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

I  left  Philadelphia  last  evening  and  stopi)ed  over  in  Baltimore  for  the  night, 
and  arrived  here  at  8.30  a.  m.  this  morning.    About  9  a.  m.  I  saw  our  friend. 
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Mr.  James  E.  Watson.  He  asked  me  to  write  you  fully  why  It  was  impossible 
for  him  to  go  to  Indianapolis.  He  stated  that  he  had  his  tickets  bought  and 
hotel  bill  paid  and  was  starting  for  the  train  when  he  got  a  message  from 
Speaker  Cannon  to  come  to  his  office.  As  soon  as  he  got  to  his  office  the  Speaker 
told  him  that  it  was  understood  that  he  was  about  to  leave  for  Indianapolis, 
and  that  he  could  not  afford  to  let  him  go  at  the  present  time,  and  that  it  was 
imi)ossible  for  him  to  spare  him  for  many  reasons.  The  Speaker  told  him  that 
if  he  left  the  city  at  the  present  time  that  the  bill  that  was  up  before  the  House 
for  the  eligibility  of  Mr.  Knox  would  be  defeated,  and  that  there  were  other 
measures  besides  that  were  Just  as  important  that  he  wished  his  aid  on.  While 
talking  with  the  Speaker  Mr.  Sherman  came  in  and  raised  Old  Ned  with  him 
along  the  same  lines  that  the  Si)eaker  did,  and  wound  up  by  stating  that  Mr. 
Sherman  was  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Knox,  and  that  Mr.  Knox  wanted  him  to 
call  on  him  at  once.  Before  leaving  the  Speaker's  office  he  was  compelled  to 
promise  both  those  gentlemen  that  he  would  not  go  to  Indianaix)lis,  and  he  left 
and  called  on  Senator  Knox,  and  Senator  Knox  made  a  special  request  of  him 
to  remain  in  Washington  until  his  bill  got  through  the  House. 

Mr.  Watson  stated  that  Senator  Murray  Crane  and  others  also  appealed  to 
him  along  those  lines,  and  that  was  the  reason  that  he  sent  those  tele^rrams  to 
yourself.  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  and  Mr.  Emerj-  and  others  that  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  attend  the  convention.  I  had  quite  a  talk  with  Mr.  Watson  upon 
other  matters,  which  I  will  write  you  more  fully  about  to-morrow. 

There  is  a  good  deal  of  comment  here  in  relation  to  the  convention,  and  you 
will  please  find  with  this  letter  the  first  pages  of  several  of  the  Baltimore 
American  and  the  Sun  and  News,  and  of  the  New  York  Herald  and  Sun,  and 
the  Philadelphia  Evening  Bulletin.  The  papers  here  all  seem  to  be  very  favor- 
able to  the  convention,  but  there  are  a  number  of  i>oliticians  around  here  thai 
seem  to  be  quite  sore. 

What  was  that  Knox  bill,  Colonel  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  can  not  quite  explain  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  chairman  can  tell  you. 

The  Chairman.  When  I  joined  in  a  minority  report  I  did  not 
know  there  was  any  lobbying  going  on  for  that.  Mr.  Knox,  when 
Senator,  had  voted  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  members  of  the 
Cabinet  from  $8,000  to  $12,000.  Then  he  was  tendered  a  position  in 
the  Cabinet,  and  I  took  the  view,  as  some  others  did,  that  he  was  not 
eligible. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  purpose  of  the  bill  was  to  make  him  eligible. 
There  was  an  increase  or  salary  while  he  was  Senator,  and  this  was 
a  bill  to  make  him  eligible  for  the  office  of  Secretary  of  State. 

Senator  Beed.  I  know  all  about  it.  I  made  a  campaign  issue  of  it 
and  denounced  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  saw  there  was  some  great  influence  at  work,  and 
I  opposed  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2506  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Emery  ! 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  a  telegram  that  ought  to  have  been  di- 
rected to  the  Hotel  Willard  instead  of  some  ether  place. 

Is  No.  2607  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHALx.  (alter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

I  am  sending  a  letter  In  this  mail  to  Mr.  Bird,  with  a  copy  of  the  report  of 
my  work  in  Philadelphia  that  I  am  sending  to  our  chiet  I  will  be  pleased  If 
Mr.  Bird  will  show  you  the  report,  for  I  think  it  will  be  information  to  you  in 
relation  to  Cushing's  work  in  Philadelphia. 

Is  No.  2506  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2509  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Allen? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2510  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  addressed  "  Mv  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  will  read  these  two  sen- 
tences: 

I  have  been  anxious  to  find  out  where  he  is  having  his  work  done  and  what 
stenographer  he  is  using.  We  traced  him  yesterday  from  the  New  Willard  to 
the  Ck)lorado  Building  in  this  city,  and  as  there  are  but  three  public  stenog- 
raphers in  tliat  building,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  soon  learn  which  one  of 
those  he  is  using  for  sending  out  his  circulars. 

That  shows  the  method,  that  is  all. 

No.  2511  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

>io.  2512  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  extract: 

For  the  past  24  hours  there  has  been  nothing  very  startling  done  here.  I  have 
seen  Mr.  Watson  several  times  in  the  past  two  days,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
arrangements  titiat  we  have  made  for  the  committees  will  be  carried  out.  Mr. 
Watson  has  not  entirely  given  up  the  Idea  of  a  Cabinet  position,  for  from  the 
remarks  made  by  the  President  elect  when  he  was  here  on  Tuesday  it  seems 
that  he  has  got  some  hopes,  and  he  is  also  very  busily  engaged  on  matters  of 
great  interest  to  Senator  Knox,  and  he  told  me  yesterday  that  those  fellows 
would  be  ingrates  unless  they  recognized  the  many  things  that  he  is  now  doing 
for  them. 

Senator  Eeed.  A  little  further  down  occurs  this  sentence: 

I  have  noted  by  the  papers  that  the  convention  is  a  great  success,  so  allow  me 
to  congratulate  yourself  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  on  the  great  work  that  has  be^i 
done,  and  I  think  that  although  it  has  created  some  soreness  among  the  poU- 
ticians  for  you  people  to  press  to  the  front,  I  am  positive  that  in  the  near  future 
it  will  do  our  organization  a  wonderful  lot  of  good  along  political  lines,  for  when 
the  Members  of  Congress  that  have  attended  the  convention  return  to  this  city 
and  get  the  workings  of  the  convention  well  spread  around,  it  will  make 
matters  easy  when  we  want  to  push  that  bill. 

I  admire  the  set  of  resolutions  that  was  passed  at  the  convention,  and  I 
think  that  word  "  demand  "  that  was  in  the  resolutions  was  about  the  right  way 
to  put  it 

What  was  that  bill  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  tariff  commission  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  2513, 2514  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man, addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand."  Is  there  anything  of  im- 
portance in  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    I  will  read  this : 

I  tried  to  persuade  Mr.  Boudinot  and  Mr.  Thompklns  to  extend  an  invitation 
to  several  gentlemen  on  the  Senate  side.  I  suggested  Senator  Nelson,  of  Minne- 
sota, and  Senator  Carter,  of  Montana,  and  I  thought  it  would  be  a  very  good 
idea  to  invite  Senator  William  P.  Frye,  of  Maine.  These  gentlemen  are  warm 
friends  of  ours  on  the  Senate  side,  and  my  idea  was  that  even  if  they  got  an 
invitation,  whether  they  could  attend  or  not,  it  would  be  good  policy  to  eztaid 
an  invitation  to  them.  Mr.  Boudinot  did  not  feel  inclined  to  follow  out  tlie 
suggestion  I  made  until  he  could  see  some  of  the  members  of  the  committee  that 
sent  him  here,  but  he  stated  that  if  Sherman  could  not  attend  he  would  try  to 
arrange  so  that  Senator  Nelson  would  be  one  of  the  guests. 

I  want  to  inquire  of  you,  Mr.  Mulhall,  whether  you  had  any  further 
ground  for  referring  to  Senator  Xelson  as  one  of  your  friends  on  that 
side  than  the  bare  fact  that  he  made  this  report  on  the  Sherman 
antitrust  law  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  one  particle.  I  knew  the  whole  organization 
was  hugely  pleased  with  that  report,  and  as  far  as  I  had  any  refer- 
ence to  Senator  Nelson  or  his  friendship,  that  was  about  all  I  knew 
about  it. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  following  from  the  letter  referred  to : 

We  next  saw  Mr.  James  E.  Watson,  and  Mr.  Watson  seemed  highly  pleased 
at  receiving  an  invitation  to  attend  our  banquet,  and  told  Mr.  Thompkins  he 
would  lilce  to  choose  for  his  subject  the  "  Ship  subsidy  bill,"  which  he  has  worked 
very  hard  upon  at  the  last  two  sessions  of  Congress. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  2515  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  read  this  extract : 

We  are  quite  confident  that  there  is  a  MlEfs  Fox  in  the  Colorado  Building, 
who  is  doing  the 'most  of  Cushlng's  work  and  maybe  all  of  it,  and  we  think 
in  a  few  days  we  will  know  for  a  fact  if  this  is  the  case.  This  is  as  far  as  we 
have  got  on  the  Cushing  matter  up  to  the  present,  but  by  the  middle  of  next 
week  I  think  we  will  know  for  a  positive  fact,  beyond  a  doubt,  where  he  got 
his  letters  printed  and  the  list  to  whom  he  sent  them. 

No.  2616  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  read  as  follows : 

I  had  an  extended  interview  yesterday  with  Senator  Knute  Nelson  upon  labor 
bills,  and  particularly  upon  the  decision  given  by  the  Judiciary  Committee  of 
the  Senate  on  the  amendments  to  the  Sherman  law.  Senator  Nelson  impressed 
on  me  very  forcibly  that  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  have  a  copy  of  that  decision 
of  the  Judiciary  Committee  sent  to  President  Elect  Taft.  He  stated  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  send  a  copy  to  the  President  himself  or  speak  to  the  President 
about  it,  as  the  President  might  get  the  wrong  impression  on  account  of  its 
being  his  work,  but  that  he  Would  like  our  people  to  send  a  delegation  to  Mr. 
Taft  before  he  wrote  his  inaugural  address  and  try  to  keep  the  President  elect 
from  putting  anything  into  his  inaugural  address  that  would  favor  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Sherman  law.  He  stated  that  if  Mr.  Taft  could  be  induced  to  read 
the  decision  given  by  the  Judiciary  Committee,  he  knew  it  would  create  a  very 
good  impression,  and  in  that  way,  if  he  had  anything  in  his  inaugural  address 
referring  to  the  Sherman  law,  he  would  take  it  out. 

I  am  sending  this  information  to  you  so  that  if  you  wish  to  suggest  anybody 
OQtside  of  Mr.  Emery  and  myself  you  can  do  so.  I  will  make  Mr.  Emery 
acquainted  with  these  facts  Just  as  soon  as  I  can  see  him,  and  am  sending  him 
a  copy  of  this  letter  In  this  mail. 

Where  did  you  have  that  conversation  with  the  Senator  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALJU  As  I  stated  yesterday,  as  near  as  I  could  remember, 
in  Senator  Nelson's  front  office. 

Senator  Beed.  Well,  there  was  nothing  said  at  the  time,  except  you 
spoke  about  this  report  being  sent  to  President  Taft. 

2517-2518  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  extract: 

I  have  carefully  noted  what  you  say  about  the  Watson  matter.  All  of  Mr. 
Watson's  friends  regretted  very  much  to  find  him  absent  from  Indianapoll& 
I  am  afraid  it  has  hurt  him,  especially  since  Senator  Beveridge  made  one  of 
the  finest  speeches  that  I  have  ever  listened  to.  It  was  full  of  tariff  commission 
sentiment  and  full  of  common  sense  and  it  was  received  splendidly.  All  of 
this,  of  course,  for  your  own  information  only.  I  do  so  much  hope  that  a 
Cabinet  opening  will  be  found  for  Mr.  Watson.  It  would  be  splendid  for  him 
and  for  us,  and  I  know  from  various  discussions  of  this  question  in  Indian- 
apolis that  Mr.  Emery's  policy  of  throwing  all  our  weight  in  the  scale  for  Mr. 
Watson  the  very  minute  we  find  there  is  an  opening  has  the  full  indorsement 
of  our  leaders.  It  seems  a  pity  that  we  have  not  been  able  to  learn  facts 
before  now,  but  If  our  frienda  Sherman  and  Watson,  can  not  find  out  these 
facts  we  can  not  be  expected  to  know. 
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There  is  some  more  of  that.  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  worth  while 
to  read  it. 

Is  No.  2519  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  you  to  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2520  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  one  sentence  from  No.  2519,  as  it  is 
corroborative : 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  short  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman  to-day,  at  the  request  of  Senator  Nelson,  so  I  hope  that  you  can 
arrange  so  that  somebody  can  call  on  Mr.  Taft,  as  Senator  Nelson  suggests,  as 
soon  as  you  possibly  can. 

Senator  Reed.  The  extract  the  chairman  has  just  read  is  from  No. 
2519.  I  have  passed  to  another  matter.  I  simply  make  that  state- 
ment so  that  it  will  appear  right  in  the  record. 

No.  2521  is  another  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  It  is 
a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL   (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2522,  2523  is  another  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2524,  2525  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  read  from 
it  as  follows: 

Everything  at  the  present  time  is  at  a  great  rush.  There  are  lobbyists  from 
all  over  the  country  here  trying  to  get  private  bills  through,  and  there  is  a 
large  lumber  lobby  working  here  under  the  leadership  of  Hlnes,  of  Chicago, 
and  others. 

I  also  read  the  next  paragraph : 

It  is  almost  Impossible  at  the  present  time  to  see  any  of  the  leading  Mem- 
bers of  Congress.  Quite  a  number  of  them  deny  their  presence  upon  the  floor, 
and  when  cards  are  sent  in  do  not  answer,  and  they  have  their  offices  locked 
to  keep  out  the  rush.  As  soon  as  the  opportunity  offers,  I  will  make  a  canvass 
among  the  leading  Members  and  try  to  get  their  sentiments  in  relation  to  a 
tariff  commission,  as  you  suggest  in  your  letter,  but  I  feel  that  it  is  not  the 
time  now  to  do  it. 

Also  the  following: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Sherman  before  I  brought  Mr.  Thompkins 
and  Mr.  Boudinot  to  see  him,  but  I  do  not  wish  to  put  on  paper  Just  at  the 
present  what  he  said  about  Uie  tariff  commission  and  about  getting  a  bill  of 
that  stripe  through  Congress.  He  was  very  much  provoked  at  the  time,  but  I 
feel  that  with  a  little  good  work  we  might  be  able  to  change  this  around  when 
he  thoroughly  learns  the  sentiments  of  the  press  and  public  in  favor  of  a  bill 
of  this  kind.  Judging  from  Sherman's  attitude,  however,  and  the  attitude  of 
other  leaders,  I  think  it  would  be  best  to  wait  and  not  press  this  matter  now 
and  not  try  to  get  an  expression  on  this  bill  or  on  any  other  bill  that  is  now 
before  Congress.  When  Mr.  Van  Cleave  comes  East,  I  will  make  this  as  plain 
to  him  as  I  possibly  can,  and  will  be  guided  fully  by  what  he  will  say. 

Senator  Waush.  I  think  this  preceding  paragraph  should  be  read : 

In  an  Interview  I  had  with  Mr.  Watson  yesterday,  he  stated  that  he  was 
going  to  remain  here  in  the  city  for  a  long  period  after  the  Inauguration,  and 
he  gave  me  the  impression  that  it  was  to  help  Speaker  Cannon  with  his  work 
for  the  opening  of  the  extra  session.    Of  course,  this  will  be  favorable  to  us,  to 
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have  his  seryices  here  for  a  month  or  six  weeks  after  this  Congress  is  over, 
and  I  know  that  we  will  be  able  to  do  more  between  the  sessions  to  help  our 
cause  along  than  we  can  do  at  the  closing  session  of  this  Congress. 

If  vou  will  pardon  me,  I  want  to  recur  to  2499,  2500  and  read  from 
that  letter. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  as  follows  from  2499,  2500:) 

This  morning  I  called  at  your  office  and  found  Miss  White  in.  She  was 
very  indignant  that  I  should  presume  to  call  on  a  national  holiday.  I  informed 
her  that  I  was  not  aware  that  it  was  a  national  holiday,  as  Congress  was  in 
session,  and  I  was  always  under  the  impression  that  when  Congress  was  in  ses- 
sion your  office  was  supposed  to  be  open ;  but  I  was  plainly  told  by  Miss  White, 
and  in  a  very  forcible  way,  that  she  would  take  all  holidays  and  would  not  do 
any  work  on  occasions  of  that  kind. 

I  make  this  statement  to  tell  you  that  I  feel  that  I  have  failed  so  often  to 
find  your  office  open  when  you  are  away  from  here  that  it  is  only  a  waste  of 
time  for  me  to  attempt  to  call  there  when  you  are  absent  from  the  city,  so  I  am 
inclosing  the  key  of  your  office  in  a  letter  to  Miss  White  to-day,  and  I  shall 
invite  no  members  of  our  association  that  I  meet  here  in  Washington  there  in 
the  future  without  I  know  that  you  are  in  the  city. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2526  is  a  fragment  of  a  letter  addressed  "  Mr. 
T.  B.  Farrell."  The  complete  letter  is  not  in  our  files,  but  if  the  rest 
of  the  letter  is  found  it  will  be  produced  later. 

2527,  2528  is  a  copy  of  an  account.    Is  it  correct  as  shown  here  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2529,  2530  are  stated  to  be  duplicates  of  2527,  2528. 

Is  2531,  2532  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand."  I  read  from 
the  letter  as  follows : 

I  called  on  Mr.  Watson  this  morning  and  was  sorry  to  learn  that  he  had  left 
here  yesterday,  having  been  notified  by  wire  that  his  father  had  died  yesterday 
morning. 

I  saw  Mr.  Sherman  and  several  others  in  relation  to  our  committees,  but 
when  I  called  at  the  office  at  610  Union  Trust  Building  this  morning  I  found 
that  Mr.  Emery  hod  left  no  information  for  me,  and  not  seeing  either  Mr. 
Emery  or  Mr.  Watson.  I  did  not  press  matters  here  and  shall  not  until  Mr. 
Emery  returns,  which  I  understand  will  be  next  Monday  morning.  I  intend  to 
keep  up  the  work  In  relation  to  seeing  the  prominent  Members  of  Congress  upon 
a  tariff  commission  bill  and  get  their  sentiments.  The  sentiments  of  the  few  I 
saw  to-day  are  extremely  favorable. 

I  would  be  greatly  pleased  to  have  you  write  me  frequently  after  you  return 
to  St  Louis,  and  I  will  try  and  send  a  report  every  day  of  what  transpires  here. 
I  feel  that  after  the  4th  of  March,  for  at  least  a  few  days,  there  can  be  extra 
good  work  done  here  when  the  pressure  is  taken  off  the  Speaker  and  other  lead- 
ing Members  to  get  concessions  from  them  for  the  committee  organizations.  Of 
course,  you  are  aware  that  it  is  the  general  impression  here  that  there  would 
be  no  committees  apiJointed  outside  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  and  the 
Census  Committee,  unless  the  President  in  his  inaugural  address  will  send  In  a 
message  requesting  general  legislation,  and  this  they  say  he  will  not  do.  Of 
course,  our  bill  would  be  referred  to  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  they 
will  be  slow  reporting  it  out,  but  with  active  work  imder  a  new  rule  that  will 
be  reported  to  the  next  House,  we  will  have  a  chance  to  call  our  bill  out  of 
committee  on  the  Tuesdays  of  each  week,  and  so  for  that  reason  the  Ways  and 
Means  Committee  might  report  a  moderate  bill  without  being  forced  to  do  so. 

Just  as  soon  as  Mr.  Emery  gets  back  I  will  have  a  talk  with  him  In  relation 
to  my  interview  with  you  on  Thursday  night  and  Friday  morning.  You  will 
please  find  with  this  letter  the  front  page  of  the  Baltimore  Sun  and  the  front 
page  of  the  Washington  Post,  each  with  the  long  articles  concerning  the  visit 
of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  President  Elect  Taft. 
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No.  2533  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Farrell,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  a  mysterious  passage  here,  which  maybe 
you  can  explain.    [Reading  from  2533 :] 

There  are  only  a  few  days  left  of  Congress,  and  I  have  not  seen  that  great 
shadower  you  were  to  send  me.  I  called  on  Gallaghan,  of  the  New  Willard,  to- 
day, thinking  that  he  had  come  over  yesterday,  as  you  said  he  would,  but  tJie 
mysterious  one  has  not  shown  up. 

To  what  does  that  refer? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Gallaghan,  of  the  New  Willard,  is  a  detective  in 
that  hotel,  and  at  that  time  we  were  employing  Mr.  Farrell  to  chase 
up  Mr.  Gushing  and  find  out  whether  Mr.  Gushing  wrote  that  anony- 
mous letter  or  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2534  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  important  in  that? 

The  Ghairman.  I  see  this : 

May  I  suggest  that  at  an  early  date  you  convey  to  Senator  Nelson  the  infor- 
mation that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  made  it  a  special  point  to  give  to  President  Elect 
Taft  a  copy  of  his  report,  and  further,  that  Mr.  Taft  was  more  than  anxious  to 
secure  this  copy?  It  will  surely  help  our  new  President  to  view  the  question 
covered  in  Senator  Nelson's  report  in  the  same  considerate,  straightforward 
fashion  in  which  the  Senator  and  his  associates  see  it  after  many  years  wres- 
tling with  It. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2535  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand?" 

Mr.  MuwiAix.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  an  extract  from  the  letter  referred  to,  as 
follows : 

Congress  closed  without  anything  of  great  importance  occurring  to  our 
friends  outside  of  our  getting  defeated  on  the  ship-subsidy  bill.  A  year  ago 
Mr.  Frank  Hitchcock,  chairman  of  the  Republican  national  committee,  came 
to  the  Capitol  with  Gompers  and  others  to  work  against  this  bill,  and  he 
appeared  on  the  floor  again  on  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  of  this  week  and  did 
all  he  knew  how  to  defeat  this  measure.  This  was  told  to  me  by  Mr.  William 
McKinley,  the  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  and  others  who  voted 
against  the  bill,  I  understand  at  the  solicitation  of  Mr.  Hitchcock.  The  bill 
was  defeated,  as  you  can  see  by  the  press  di&^mtches,  by  three  votes.  If 
McKinley  and  Ix)uden8lager,  and  the  others  who  are  supposed  to  be  the 
leading  Republicans,  would  have  voted  for  it,  it  would  pass  the  House.  Ajiother 
unfortunate  thing  was  that  Watson  did  not  show  up  until  after  the  vote  was 
takoi,  so  we  lost  this  fight  by  our  friends  going  back  on  us  on  the  persuasion 
of  Hitchcock  and  others. 

Senator  Rixd.  You  say  in  the  next  paragraph — 

I  was  in  the  Speaker's  room  when  Mr.  Watson  was  presented  with  a  beautiful 
silver  service  by  his  colleagues  of  the  House,  and  he  got  a  splendid  send  off 
from  the  Republican  Members  of  the  House  at  the  closing  of  the  session. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  next  paragraph  he  says : 

I  shall  take  up  the  Gushing  matter  right  away  again,  and  after  the  crowd 
gets  out  of  the  city  here  I  shall  do  a  few  good  days'  work  the  fore  part  of 
next  week. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2536  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Keed.  He  says : 

I  am  glad  to  see  that  our  friend  Watson  had  a  good  send  off,  and  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  is  very  anxious  to  be  kept  posted  as  to  Mr.  Watson's  future  plans.  We 
want  to  help  him  in  any  direction  we  can,  and  it  is  very  unfortunate  that  so 
far  we  have  failed  to  be  of  real  service  to  the  one  man  whom  we  are  more 
anxious  to  help  than  any  other  man  living.  Please  express  to  him  our  desire  to 
assist  him  in  the  future. 

2537,  2538  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  addressed 
"My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  read. 

(The  chairman  read  in  full  2537,2538.) 

Senator  Nelson.  The  next  letter  I  think  you  had  yesterday. 

The  Chairman.  Yes ;  we  read  that,  all  except  the  last  part. 

Senator  Reed.  2539-2541  is  another  letter  from  you  to  Mr. 
Schwedtman,  addressed  "My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

(2539-2541  was  read  in  full  by  the  chairman.) 

Senator  Beed.  2542,  2543  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  read  from  the  letter  as  follows : 

I  had  Mr.  Bird  as  my  ^lest  to  the  Inauguration  and  at  my  home  from  Tuesday 
evening,  the  2d  instant  until  Sunday  evening,  the  7th  instant,  and  while  Mr.  Bird 
was  over  here  he  and  I  went  over  a  great  many  different  things  that  have  taken 
place  for  a  long  period  of  time.  I  particularly  tried  to  impress  upon  Mr.  Bird 
the  importance  of  putting  it  around  among  our  members  the  service  that  we 
could  render  them  if  they  had  any  business  in  Washington  since  we  have 
started  our  office  here,  and  that  the  office  now  under  the  supervision  of  Mr. 
Emery  could  be  made  a  very  useful  and  paying  investment  if  it  was  thoroughly 
known  to  the  members  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  what*  a 
useful  bureau  this  office  could  be  gradually  converted  into.  I  showed  Mr.  Bird 
that  there  w^ould  be  hundreds  of  business  men  coming  to  Washington  during  the 
special  session  that  opens  on  next  Monday,  and  that  I  thought  if  the  New  York 
office  and  the  Washington  office  would  be  in  daily  touch  with  each  other  that 
there  could  be  good  results  obtained  for  the  members  of  our  association  which 
would  Increase  its  membership. 

I  also  tried  to  Impress  upon  Mr.  Bird  the  importance  of  our  rendering  assist- 
ance to  our  members  when  they  were  having  labor  complications,  such  as  the 
strike  now  taking  place  in  the  national  hatters'  associations.  I  showed  to  Mr. 
Bird  that  there  were  several  prominent  labor  workers  who  are  well  known 
throughout  the  country  that  we  could  send  into  the  different  districts  where  the 
strike  is  on  to  have  that  strike  called  off,  and  that  I  thought  that  such  members 
as  that  would  have  more  Influence  in  breaking  up  a  strike  than  what  they  could 
get  by  importing  outsiders  to  take  the  place  of  the  striking  hatters.  I  men- 
tioned to  Mr.  Bird  several  names  of  labor  workers  whom  I  lately  had  In  my 
employ,  and  I  knew  that  those  men  were  ready  to  do  what  they  would  be  told 
to  do  if  we  wished  their  services  along  those  linea  I  showed  to  our  manager 
that  Cushing  frequently  took  advantage  of  men  we  had  working  for  us  when 
we  did  campaign  work,  and  that  they  always  were  successful  whenever  they 
were  used  in  strikes  in  doing  first-class  work  and  getting  good  results.  I  Im- 
pressed the  importance  of  this  upon  Mr.  Bird,  showing  him  that  we  could  help 
our  members  in  this  way  without  any  cost  to  our  association  or  with  very  little 
cost  to  the  same,  and  by  so  doing  we  would  strengUien  our  organization,  In  my 
opinion,  and  bring  to  It  many  new  members. 

Mr.  Bird  agreed  with  me  along  those  lines  and  stated  that  he  would  take  the 
matter  up  with  the  manufacturing  hatters  as  soon  as  he  returned  to  New  York. 
I  have  not  heard  from  him  for  the  past  four  days,  but  I  made  these  suggestions 
to  him  so  that  he  might  be  prepared  In  the  future  to  help  our  members  along 
these  lines  if  he  thought  It  was  a  judicious  move  to  make. 

Is  No.  2544  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) ,  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Ssed.  Is  No.  2545  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Allen? 
Mr.  MuiiHAiiL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator   Reed.  Is   2546,   2547   a   letter   you   received   from   Mr. 
Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  this  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Mabtin  :  I  want  to  acknowledge  your  various  favors  of  March  10 
and  11.  Immediately  upon  receipt  of  your  letter  of  March  10  we  wrote  some 
letters.  I  am  confident  that  they  will  be  of  much  help  to  the  Speaker.  You  are 
aware  that  among  some  of  our  very  good  friends  there  are  some  enemies  of  the 
Speaker,  but  Mr.  Van  Cleave  himself  would  go  the  limit  to  assist  Mr.  Cannon  in 
time  of  need.  At  such  time  he  would  never  give  a  moment's  consideration  to  the 
decided  difference  of  views  he  holds  on  tariff  matters,  and  the  present  is  not  the 
time  for  good  Republicans  to  consider  issues.  We  must  sustain  the  Speaker; 
we  must  get  through  with  a  good  tariff- revision  bill ;  we  must  pass  a  tariff-com- 
mission bill,  and  end  the  special  session.  The  sooner  all  this  is  done  tlie  sooner 
we  will  have  a  return  of  real  prosperity. 

While  we  are  very  much  interested  in  what  you  say  about  the  Speaker,  we 
are  even  more  interested  in  what  you  say  about  Mr.  Watson.  Assure  our  friend 
that  the  leaders  of  our  organization  are  not  fickle  men.  They  will  not  change 
from  one  friend  to  another.  They  will  be  true  to  him  as  long  as  he  is  true  to 
them.  I  am  confident  that  it  would  give  our  leaders  great  pleasure  to  back  up 
Mr.  Watson  for  any  position,  elective  or  appointive,  for  which  he  may  try — 
judgeship,  Senatorship,  or  Presidency  for  that  matter.  He  would  fill  any  one 
of  these  places  with  honor  to  himself  and  with  credit  to  his  friends.  Our  alle- 
giance to  Mr.  Watson  is  to-day  as  it  always  has  been — ^unwavering. 

I  am  very  much  interested  in  what  you  say  about  the  talk  with  Mr.  Bird. 
As  soon  as  Mr.  Emery  comes  back  we  can  take  up  this  matter  more  deliberately. 

You  are  right  in  already  planning  for  the  next  campaign.  We  can  not  get  our 
plans  laid  too  early,  and  whatever  you  do  in  that  direction  will  be  thoroughly 
appreciated  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2548  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  received  from 
Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination  of  telegram).  A  telegram  I  re- 
ceived; yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows : 

[Telegram.] 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Mar,  15-09. 

Col.   M.   M.   MULHALL, 

The  New  Willard  Hotel  Washn.,  D.  C: 

Your  telegram  received ;  they  can't  beat  us ;  Mr.  Van  Cleave  wire  Uncle  Joe 
this  morning :  "I  have  every  confidence  in  your  ultimate  success  to-day  and 
congratulate  you  and  the  Nation  in  advance." 

F.  C.  Schwedtman. 

Is  No.  2549  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  letter 
that  I  received  from.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

Dear  Sib:  Your  letter  of  March  11th  is  duly  received  with  a  copy  of  the 
report  sent  to  St.  l/ouis.  In  reference  to  the  hatters'  association,  I  had  a  long 
interview  with  thefr  secretary,  who  was  to  report  for  a  meeting  with  their 
board  of  directors  on  Friday.  I  have  heard  nothing  from  him  since  that  time 
and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  they  will  not  care  to  take  up  the  proposi- 
tion that  I  made  to  them.  However,  if  they  should  decide  to  do  this,  I  will 
advise  you  in  sufficient  time,  that  you  may  pass  on  the  matter  very  fully 
before  going  into  It 

2560,  2561  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

Yonrs  of  March  13th  and  also  your  telegram  were  received  when  I  arrived 
at  my  home  last  evening,  and  I  was  greatly  pleased  to  receive  your  splendid 
letter,  particularly  that  part  of  it  wherein  you  state  that  "  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
himsdf  would  go  the  limit  to  assist  Mr.  Cannon  In  time  of  need.    At  such  time 
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lie  would  never  give  a  moment's  consideration  to  tlie  decided  difference  of  views 
he  holds  on  tariff  matters." 

It  was  such  a  temptation  to  me  to  show  that  paragraph  of  your  letter  to 
Mr.  Busby,  the  Speaker's  secretary,  this  momln^i:,  that  I  could  not  rei^st,  and 
besides  that  I  let  Watson  read  your  letter,  and  he  pronounced  it  splendid  and 
the  sentiments  grand. 

I  also  wish  to  eongratula^te  you  on  the  new  circular  sent  out  from  the  St. 
Louis  office  to  Members  of  Congress,  dated  March  15th.  Mr.  Gardner  and  others 
showed  me  copies  and  it  seems  to  be  creating  a  very  good  impression. 

I  had  a  long  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Watson  and  he  Introduced  me 
to  a  delegation  from  Indianapolis  headed  by  Mr.  Lilley  of  that  city,  and  Wat- 
son eulogized  our  leader  and  the  i^lendid  work  that  we  did  for  him  last  year 
before  those  gentlemen  until  I  lelt  that  I  ought  to  stop  him,  but  he  stated  that 
Uis  respect  wag  great  and  some  time  ago  that  he  was  not  in  favor  of  a  tariff 
commission  bill,  and  that  he  had  told  soime  of  the  leaders  of  our  association 
to  that  effect,  but  now  he  has  changed  his  mlDd  and  lately  has  been  working 
on  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Payne,  Mr.  Dalzell,  and  other  leaders  to  grant  us  a  tariff 
commission  such  as  our  organizations  are  reQuesting  to  gather  teucin  upon  the 
tariff.  "Vhis  seemed  to  make  a  very  good  Uupressiou  on  the  gentlemen  who  were 
in  the  delegation,  and  Mr.  Lilley,  one  of  the  members  of  it,  stated  to  me  that 
he  was  a  member  of  our  organization  and  he  had  some  idea  sometime  ago 
about  dropping  out  of  the  membership,  but  since  he  has  heard  Watson  speak 
of  the  splendid  work  we  are  doing  that  he  would  continue  his  membership. 

After  those  gentlemen  left,  I  had  a  private  interview  with  Mr.  Watson,  and 
he  told  me  that  the  Taft  administration  has  been  offering  him  several  places 
and  inducements  to  stay,  and  that  he  would  have  a  meeting  with  Mr.  Hitch- 
cock this  afternoon  at  4  o'clock  and  come  to  some  conclusion  in  relation  to 
the  offers  that  were  made.  He  informed  me  that  ex-Consul  General  Gowdey 
and  several  other  leaders  in  Indiana  have  insisted  that  he  will  accept  no  place 
from  the  Taft  administration,  as  they  wish  him  to  remain  in  the  leadership  of 
the  Republican  Party  in  their  State.  I  made  an  engagement  before  leavhig  Mr. 
Watson  for  to-morrow  sharp  at  noon,  so  that  he  and  I  can  see  some  of  the 
leaders  here  on  certain  matters  pertaining  to  the  committees. 

I  am  very  proud  to  report  that  we  took  advantage  of  the  fight  that  has  been 
going  on  here  for  the  past  week.  I  have  worked  very  hard  amongst  some  of 
the  Democrats,  and  particularly  in  my  home  State,  and  I  brought  the  chairman 
of  our  city  committee,  Mr.  Piatt,  from  Baltimore,  and  ex-Sheriff  Padgett,  one 
of  the  State  leaders,  over  here  to  work  upon  the  Maryland  delegation.  I  shall 
write  you  more  fully  about  this  to-morrow  or  next  day  when  1  pit  her  more 
facts  of  what  success  we  had,  but  I  know  that  we  made  a  splendid  impression 
upon  the  Speaker  and  his  friends  in  this  fight.  Of  coarse  that  is  what  we  are 
here  for,  to  take  advantage  of  any  little  incident  of  this  kind  which  comee  up, 
end  I  feel  that  it  will  do  us  a  lot  of  good  in  the  near  future. 

The  Speaker  and  his  friends  are  very  jubilant  over  the  success  of  yesterday, 
and  Watson  stated  it  was  one  of  the  hardest  fights  and  best  fights  they  have 
ever  won.  For  that  reason  I  think  it  was  very  good  politics  for  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
to  send  his  telegram  to  the  Speaker,  congratulating  him,  and  I  know  it  will  be 
very  much  appreciated  by  Mr.  Cannon  to  hear  from  our  chief  as  he  did. 

There  was  nothing  of  much  importance  to-day  in  Congress,  both  Senate  and 
House  adjourning  early  after  the  Members  of  the  House  drawing  their  seats, 
so  I  will  close  with  very  best  wishes. 

No.  2552  is  another  Van  Cleave  letter. 

Is  No.  2553  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby,  jr.  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that,  as  follows : 

My  Deab  Mb.  Kibby  :  I  franked  you  this  morning  a  copy  ol  the  new  tariff  bill. 
It  is  one  of  the  first  copies  issued,  so  I  know  you  will  have  it  early  to-morrow 
morning  for  a  source  of  Information. 

There  have  been  verj'  warm  times  here  for  the  past  week  and  we  have  all  been 
heliMng  Watson  and  our  friends  here  in  the  fight,  and  I  feel  by  so  doing  that  we 
have  strengthened  our  organization  with  the  leaders  in  Congress  very  materially. 

I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  here  to  help  us  in  our  fight  for  a 
tariff  commission  biU,  for  I  was  given  to  understand  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
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t)thers  that  as  you  are  a  member  of  the  executive  board  you  would  be  here  if  it 
were  possible  this  spring. 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  2554  is  a  copy  of  the  letter  you  have  just 
^ad. 

Senator  Seed.  Yes.    2555,  2556  is  another  Schwedtman  letter. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that : 

(2655,  2566.) 

Mabch  17,  1900. 

My  Dkab  Ferdinand  :  I  was  with  Mr.  Watson  for  about  two  hours  this  a.  m., 
"Und  he  made  a  long  statement  to  me  in  relation  to  the  new  tariff  bill.  He  stated 
that  the  bill  was  submitted  to  the  Spealcer  several  days  ago  and  that  the 
Speaker  did  his  best  to  go  over  a  number  of  schedules  In  which  he  thought 
there  should  be  a  change  made,  and  that  there  were  a  large  number  of  schedules 
that  did  not  suit  the  Speaker,  and  that  he  called  the  Ways  and  Means  Com- 
mittee together  yesterday  and  forced  them  to  change  quite  a  number  of  the 
schedules  that  they  had  made  out,  so  that  the  bill  now  meets  the  approval  of 
the  Speaker  and,  in  a  large  measure,  the  President,  and  he  feels  that  it  will  go 
through  Congress  nearly  as  it  is  now  drawn  up. 

Watson  also  told  me  that  the  Speaker  had  a  long  interview  yesterday  with 
\he  President,  and  that  he  went  there  e^)ecially  to  get  some  place  for  Mr.  Wat> 
^n  that  would  be  pleasing  and  desirable  to  him.  Mr.  Watson  stated  that  they 
offered  him  the  ambassadorship  to  Cuba  or  the  governorship  of  Porto  Rico, 
both  of  which  he  declined,  for  the  Speaker  told  the  President  that  he  would  not 
allow  Watson  to  leave  the  country  on  any  foreign  mission;  so  they  think  now 
that  they  can  Induce  Mr.  Watson  to  take  the  United  States  district  attorneyship 
of  southern  Indiana,  with  headquarters  at  Indianapolis,  and  this  appears  to  be 
to  his  liking,  for  It  will  give  him  a  chance  to  be  in  his  home  State  and  to  make 
a  fight  for  the  Senatorshlp,  which  he  claims  he  wishes  to  make  against  Bev- 
eridge.  above  aDjrthing  else.  Watson  told  me  that  the  President  had  agreed 
with  the  Speaker  to  give  him  any  position  that  he  wishes  that  is  not  filled,  so 
that  inside  the  next  few  days  he  will  know  for  a  certainty  just  about  where  he 
will  land. 

They  are  having  a  great  rush  of  manufacturers  here  for  the  last  few  days, 
but  since  the  bill  has  been  given  out  to  the  public  there  are  quite  a  number  who 
are  satisfied  with  the  schedules  and  are  leaving  here  to-day,  so  I  suppose  this 
will  make  room  for  others  who  are  coming  here  to  fight  the  bill.  Therefore  we 
are  anxiously  looking  for  instructions  from  the  St.  Louis  ofllce,  when  we  shall 
<rommence  to  push  the  tariff  commission  bill. 

I  used  a  little  diplomacy  this  morning  when  I  learned  that  Mr.  Watson  did 
not  have  any  office  for  himself  or  his  secretary,  so  I  t^idered  to  him  the  use  of 
vur  Washington  office  for  the  few  weeks  that  he  will  be  here,  and  I  know  that 
Mr.  Emery  will  fully  approve  of  this,  for  it  wiU  give  Mr.  Emery  and  myself  an 
•opportunity  of  having  Watson  and  his  secretary  close  at  hand  to  aid  us  in 
keeping  in  touch  with  the  Speaker  and  the  other  leading  Members  while  he  is 
^ere. 

Senator  Reed.  2557,  2558  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
^'  My  Dear  Ferdinand."    I  will  read  this  part  of  that : 

(2557,  2558.) 

March  17,  1900. 

My  Deab  Ferdinand:  I  was  fortunate  in  getting  the  first  five  copies  of  the 
Hew  tariff  bill  given  out  this  morning.  Through  the  Speaker's  messenger  I 
was  informed  that  Mr.  Payne  would  give  the  bills  out  at  twelve  sharp,  so  I 
Induced  one  of  the  House  messengers  to  go  over  to  Mr.  Payne's  room  and 
Btr.te  that  Mr.  Watson  wanted  five  bills  at  once,  so  he  came  back  with  the  bills, 
and  in  that  way  I  was  about  thirty-five  minutes  ahead  of  the  newspaper  people. 
I  sent  a  copy  to  you  and  copies  to  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  New  York  office;  Mr.  D.  M. 
Parry,  Indianapolis;  Mr.  John  Kirby,  and  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles.  Three  of  these  I 
franked  out  and  the  balance  I  will  send  from  this  office. 

Was  this  messenger  in  the  Speaker's  office,  mentioned  in  this  letter, 
the  same  colored  man  you  referred  to  in  some  testimony  that  you 
gave  a  few  days  a^? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  his  name? 

Mr.  MirLHALL.  I  believe  it  is  Henry  Neal. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  statement: 

So  I  induced  one  of  the  House  messengers  to  go  over  to  Mr.  Payne's  room 
and  state  that  Mr.  Watson  wanted  five  bills  at  once. 

Who  was  that  House  messenger,  if  you  remember  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  know,  Senator,  but,  as  I  said  before  about  Neal, 
I  am  a  little  slow  about  giving  it  out.  I  would  like  to  be  a  little 
more  clear  on  the  subject. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  not  positive  at  this  moment? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  am  not  just  positive  at  this  moment. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  you  to  state  anything  you  are  not 
positive  of. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  would  suggest  to  the  Senator  that  in  all  proba- 
bility Neal  will  be  examined  by  the  House  committee,  and  they  will 
want  all  those  questions  answered. 

Mr.  MtTLHALL.  I  will  say  to  the  House  committee  I  will  be  fully 
prepared  to  answer  all  those  questions  and  to  give  information,  too, 
that  I  think  is  startling,  if  the  House  Qommittee  wants  to  dig  into  it, 
on  other  subjects. 

Senator  Reed  (reading  from  2657,  2558) : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning  and  submitted  to  him 
for  his  advice  a  list  of  men  who  are  continually  opposing  us  in  Congress,  which 
I  thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  get  into  the  hands  of  the  leaders  of  our 
association,  so  that  we  could  commence  early  to  educate  those  men  to  he  fair 
and  not  such  strenuous  advocates  for  labor  bills  and  class  legislation.  The  list 
comprises  Mr.  William  Hughes,  of  the  6th  New  Jersey  district;  Mr.  James 
McDermott,  of  the  4th  Illinois  district;  Mr.  Champ  dark,  of  the  9th  Missouri 
district ;  Mr.  Harry  L.  Majmard,  of  the  2nd  West  Virginia  district ;  Mr.  Henry 
A.  Cooper,  of  the  1st  Wisconsin  district ;  Mr.  Henry  C.  I^udenslager,  of  the  1st 
New  Jersey  district ;  Mr.  Ebenezer  J.  Hill,  of  the  4th  Connecticut  district :  Mr. 
John  Li.  Burnett,  of  the  7th  Alabama  district;  Mr.  Thomas  D.  Nicholls,  of  the 
10th  Pennsylvania  district  (now  seated,  but  his  seat  will  be  contested);  Mr. 
Herbert  Parsons,  of  the  13th  New  York  district;  George  A.  Pear  re,  of  the  6  th 
Maryland  district;  Mr.  William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  15th  Pennsylvania  district; 
Mr.  William  S.  Greene,  of  the  13th  Massachusetts  district ;  Augustus  P.  Gard- 
ner, of  the  6th  Massachusetts  district ;  Gilbert  N.  Haugen,  of  the  4th  Iowa  dis- 
trict; Victor  Murdock,  of  the  8th  Kansas  district;  E.  A.  Morse,  of  the  10th  Wis- 
consin district;  Lenroot,  of  the  13th  Wisconsin  district  (new  Member)  ;  John 
M.  Nelson,  of  the  2nd  Wisconsin  district.  The  last  six  on  this  list  have  been 
placed  there  by  Speaker  Cannon  and  Mr.  James  A.  Watson. 

Now  I  want  to  examine  that  printed  list  we  had  yesterday,  which, 
I  believe,  was  2244,  2245,  and  see  if  this  does  not  exactly  check  with 
that  list.    I  will  read  further  from  this  letter : 

Watson  says  these  people  have  always  been  against  anything  that  we  ever 
wanted  since  he  has  been  a  Member  of  the  House.  This  includes  the  entire 
list,  and  he  thinks  that  we  ought  td  start  in  to  make  wi^r  upon  this  list  at  the 
first  opportunity  offered. 

I  feel  certain  that  if  we  would  take  up  the  four  most  prominent  on  this  list 
we  could  beat  them,  and  keep  a  continual  war  upon  the  others  by  starting  up 
the  manufacturers  in  their  districts,  the  railroad  interests,  or  anybody  else  we 
could  reach,  and  in  that  way  we  would  be  very  soon  able  to  convince  those 
men  that  they  were  not  sent  to  the  House  of  Representatives  to  fight  the 
manufacturing  interests. 

I  have  now  in  my  hand  the  original  list,  which  was  written  in 
pencil.  The  last  six  names  on  the  list,  so  this  statement  says,  were 
placed  there  by  Speaker  Cannon  and  Mr.  Watson.    The  last  six  are 


3050      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

the  ones  in  this  list.  I  will  read  the  last  six  names  in  the  list,  as  fol- 
lows: ^' Gus  Gardner,  of  Massachusetts;  Vic  Murdock,  of  Kansas; 
Morse,  Lenroot,  Nelson,  and  Haugen  '' ;  and  those  are  the  ones  which 
the  witness  testified  were  in  the  handwriting  of  Mr.  Watson.  I  have 
called  attention  to  it  in  order  to  clear  up  that  list  matter. 
I  read  further,  as  follows,  from  2657,  2568 : 

Mr.  Watson  and  the  Speaker  bave  both  called  my  attention  on  frequent  occa- 
sions to  La  Follette  and  Beveridge  of  the  Senate.  Of  course  both  gentlemen 
are  radically  against  those  two  Senators.  I  am  fully  aware  that  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  and  the  leaders  of  our  association  know  the  record  of  both  those  gentle- 
men as  well  as  we  do  here  in  Washington,  and  although  they  might  be  friendly 
to  us  on  a  tariff  commission  bill,  they  are  against  us  upon  every  other  measure. 

I  wlU  leave  a  copy  of  this  report  in  the  office  for  Mr.  Emery's  information, 
for  I  know  there  are  many  organizations  that  he  is  familiar  with  in  different 
parts  of  the  country  that  we  could  get  started  to  help  us  in  this  fight 

No.  2669  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not! 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads  in  part : 

President  Taft*s  tariff  message  was  a  disappointment  to  us.  We  were  in 
hopes  that  he  would  recommend  a  tariff  commission. 

No.  2660  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHAU^  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  The  last  paragraph  reads : 

The  list  of  politicians  opposed  to  us  is  carefully  noted.  It  is  a  most  Im- 
portant list  and  must  be  watched  with  the  utmost  care.  I  am  sure  that  Mr. 
Tan  Cleave  will  agree  with  you  that  with  all  due  fairness  to  everyone  we  must 
see  to  it  that  our  enemies,  who  in  this  case  are  the  enemies  of  all  the  people, 
are  left  behind  at  Uie  polls. 

No.  2561,  25()2  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  is  also  addressed  to  Schwedtman  by  name. 
Senator  Walsh.  A  portion  of  that  should  be  read : 

Before  leaving  Washington  I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  John  Eran- 
miller  and  with  Mr.  Piatt,  chairman  of  the  Baltimore  city  conmiittee,  and 
others  who  came  over  to  help  us  in  the  Speaker's  campaign,  and  they  told  me 
of  the  hard  Job  they  had  to  get  Mr.  Parrie  won  over  from  the  insurgents' 
camp. 

I  suppose  that  means  Mr.  Pearre  ? 

Mr.  MuifiALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Wai^h.  I  continue  reading: 

Mr.  Parrie  was  voting  and  working  for  the  insurgents  for  the  past  two  or 
three  weeks,  but  I  was  glad  to  report  that  after  a  good  deal  of  work  we  got 
him  so  that  he  voted  on  the  Speaker's  side  of  the  question ;  and  Mr.  Gill  and 
other  lending  DenuKTats  would  have  done  the  same  thing  if  they  had  not  made 
it  a  party  question. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  in  relation  to  Mr.  Parrie,  and  Mr. 
Watson  now  tells  me  that  Mr.  Parrie  claims  he  will  not  introduce  his  injunction 
bill  at  the  next  session.  Mr.  Parrie  has  at  last.  I  am  informed,  realizetl  the 
continuous  fight  that  has  been  made  on  him  on  account  of  his  bill,  and  if  he 
is  allowed  to  quit  now  he  is  ready  to  do  so.  This  comes  not  alone  from  Mr. 
Watson,  but  it  conies  from  the  Congressman  of  the  third  Baltimore  district,  the 
city  chairman,  and  others.  I  exi^ect  to  be  held  over  here  until  Monday.  Of 
course  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Brother  Kuiery  before  I  left,  and  as  he  is 
going  to  remain  in  Washington,  of  course  I  can  be  spared  while  he  is  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Xq.  2563  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"Dear  Ferdinand." 

Is  No.  2564  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  yourself? 
Mr.  MiT^HALL  (after  examining  letter)."  Yes,  sir. 


MAIKTENAKCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3051 

r 

Senator  Beed.  He  thanks  him  for  sending  a  copy  of  the  tariff 
biU. 

Is  No.  2565  a  letter  f torn  Mr.  Goldsborough  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  This  is  a  local  matter  in 
Baltimore. 

Senator  Eeed.  2566,  256T  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
**  Mr  Dear  Ferdinand" 

Senator  Walsh.  This  should  be  read : 

Froin  the  best  fntonnatlon  I  can  get  froin  some  of  the  leading  miners  there 
Vrlll  be  one  of  the  biggest  coal  strikes  started  next  month  that  has  ever  taken 
place  In  this  country.  I  need  not  say  how  important  it  is  that  we  should  side 
Witb  the  mine  owners  in  this  fight,  for  the  strongest  political  ot*ganizations  that 
tlie  labor  unions  bave  ^ot  throughout  the  country  are  in  the  anthracite  coal 
r^ons,  particularly  the  districts  of  William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Penn- 
sylyanla,  and  T.  D.  Nichols,  of  the  tenth  Pennsylvania,  so  it  would  help  us 
politically  as  well  as  otherwise  if  those  strikes  will  be  won  by  the  manufac- 
turers. 

Senator  Reed.  Another  paragraph  reads: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Bird  in  the  New  York  office  on  Saturday 
afternoon  in  relation  to  my  helping  out  the  striking  hatters.  I  showed  to  Mr. 
Bird  that  I  could  put  in  10  or  12  prominent  labor  workers  to  help  the  manu- 
facturing hatters. 

It  goes  on  to  speak  about  the  danger  of  letting  them  in  and  send- 
ing men  in  there. 

Nos.  25^8,  2569  are  duplicates  of  2666,  2567. 

2570,  2571  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  reads  in  part : 

In  my  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  yesterday  he  was  anxious  to  have  me  find 
Watson,  so  that  we  could  have  a  long  talk  with  him  together.  Mr.  Emery  told 
me  that  he  had  not  seen  Watson  since  his  last  visit  here,  so  I  came  over  early 
this  morning  and  stayed  up  at  the  Capitol  until  Watson  came,  and  as  soon  as  I 
possibly  could  I  got  him  away  from  the  Speaker's  room,  where  I  found  him, 
and  brought  him  down  to  Mr.  Emery's  office. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  does  not  seem  to  be  anything  important 
iditil  you  come  to  the  next  page. 
Senator  Beei>.  I  will  read  the  last  part  on  this  page : 

Mr.  ISmery  was  forced  to  leave  the  hotel  on  account  of  catching  a  train  at  3 
p.  m.,  so  aft^r  he  left  Mr.  Watson  and  I  conferred  about  the  tariff  commission 
bill,  and  I  told  Mr.  Watson  that  I  had  seen  over  300  of  tbe  Members  of  the 
Bouse  about  a  tariff  commission  bill  through  January  and  February,  and  that 
there  was  a  large  percentage  of  the  Members  whom  I  was  sure  would  favor 
a  biU  of  this  kind  and  that  I  felt  positive  and  sure  that  with  the  new  rules 
that  are  now  controlling  the  House  that  we  could  get  the  Fowler  bill  or  any 
other  bill  out  of  committee  whenever  we  felt  like  doing  so.  So  Mr.  Watson 
desired  me  to  say  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  yourself  that  if  you  people  wanted 
him  to  stay  here  ne  would  like  h>  stay  here  and  organize  the  House  and  Senate 
to  get  the  tariff  commission  bill  through  and  that  he  was  positively  sure  that 
with  our  help  that  he  could  get  i  bill  of  this  kind  through  at  this  session.  This 
be  was  very  emphatic  upon,  repeating  several  times  that  he  knew,  with  the 
influence  that  he  could  bring  upon  the  Speaker  and  the  leading  Members  of 
Congress,  he  could  get  It  through  the  fefouse,  and  it  would  be  an  easy  matter' 
)b  push  a  tariff  commission  bill  through  the  Senate. 

Of  course,  I  suppose  Mr.  Watson  would  not  object  to  being  given  some  finan- 
cial aid  toward  pushing  this  measure  through.  He  told  me  confidentially  to-day 
that  his  finances  were  in  bad  shape  and  that  if  he  remained  in  Washington  that 
he  would  not  object  to  our  people  helping  him  to  wotk  upon  this  measure. 
This  he  told  me  to  give  in  the  strictest  confidence  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  your- 
self.   He  did  not  even  wish  me  to  have  this  given  to  Mr.  Miles  or  any  of  the 
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other  members  of  the  tariff  commission,  for  Mr.  Watson  feels  more  than  grate- 
ful for  what  we  have  already  done  for  him,  and  if  his  financial  matters  were 
not  in  such  bad  shape  I  know  that  he  would  not  take  a  cent  from  us  for  any 
aid  that  he  might  be  able  to  give.  He  told  me  in  confidence  that  he  intended 
to  remain  here  for  a  long  period  of  time  for  some  work  that  he  is  doing  for 
other  interests,  and  that  the  Speaker  and  the  leading  Members  of  the  House 
know  perfectly  what  he  is  doing  here  and  it  is  on  account  of  the  advice  givoi 
by  those  gentlemen  that  he  consented  to  remain. 

I  know  that  the  leaders  of  our  organization  will  see  the  importance  of  this 
matter,  and  I  hope  that  you  will  write  to  me  at  once  a  letter  that  I  can  show 
to  Mr.  Watson  upon  the  subject  I  know  the  great  interest  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
and  the  leaders  of  our  association  are  taking  in  getting  this  bill  through  and 
the  great  importance  It  would  be  if  we  can  have  that  bill  passed  during  this 
session ;  that  it  will  be  the  making  of  our  association  all  over  the  country  and 
it  will  convince  the  doubting  Thomases  what  a  great  organization  our  associa- 
tion has  grown  to  be.  So,  hoping  that  I  shall  hear  from  you  upon  this  matter 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  believe  me  to  be, 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  . 

Did  you  write  that  letter  to  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  YeSj  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  What  is  the  date  of  the  letter,  Senator? 

Senator  Reed.  March  24,  1909. 

2572,  2573  is  a  duplicate  of  2666,  2567. 

Also  2574,  2575  and  2576,  2577  are  duplicates. 

Is  No.  2578  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2579  a  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  reads : 

(2579.) 

National  CJouncil  for  Industrial  Defense, 
no  Broadtcay,  yew  York  City,  March  26,  1909, 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

610  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  D,  C. 

My  Dear  Martin  :  I  am  enclosing  herewith  a  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  whloh  I 
hope  you  will  deliver  to  him  at  the  earliest  moment.  It  serves  to  pave  the  way 
to  the  introduction  of  Mr.  Stillman  to  Mr.  Watson. 

Mr.  Stillnian's  prominence  both  in  the  association  and  in  the  business  world 
is  well  known  to  you.  He  will  visit  Washington  shortly  In  connection  with  the 
coming  annual  meeting  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  we 
want  him  not  only  to  meet  Mr.  Watson  but  to  be  presented  by  Mr.  Watson  to 
Mr.  Cannon  and  perhaps  one  or  two  other  prominent  public  men  with  whom  Mr. 
Watson  is  intimate. 

I  know  you  will  take  occasion  to  reinforce  my  letter  to  Mr.  Watson  by  letting 
him  fairly  understand  who  Mr.  Stillman  is. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  Mr.  Stillman  ? 

Mr.  MuLrHAtJL.  Mr.  Stillman  was  one  of  the  New  York  directors  of 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  its  treasurer. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  his  business  was  in  coming  here 
at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  MuLJiALL.  To  invite  speakers  to  their  annual  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2580  and  No.  2581  are  omitted,  being  merely 
personal  letters. 

Is  No.  2582  a  letter  you  received  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  states : 

I  am  sending  you  to-day  50  copies  of  the  inclosed  pamphlet. 
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And  the  circular  follows^  printed. 

No.  2582  is  the  circular,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Eeed.  Is  No.  2583  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

(2688.) 

RnsHViLLE,  IND.,  MarcJi  27,  1909. 
Ck)L  M.  M.  Mni.HALL, 

Union  Trust  Building,  WtuTi^Um^  D.  0. 

Mt  Dear  Colonel  :  I  left  rather  unexpectedly  yesterday  at  noon,  and  shall  be 
out  of  the  city  until  Tuesday  or  Wednesday.    If  any  of  our  friends  call  you  wlU 
understand  what  to  do  with  them  until  I  return.    With  kind  regards,  I  am,- 
Very  sincerely,  yours, 

jAkES  E.  Watson. 

I  hand  you  No.  2684  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which 
you  received  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALi.  (after  examining  paper) .  A  copy  of  a  telegram  from 
Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

Be  at  this  office  Monday  morning  without  fall.    Charge  N.  A.  M. 

J.  P.  BniD. 
No.  2585  is  a  duplicate  of  part  of  No.  2586. 

No.  2586  is  an  account  which  you  rendered  this  association,  is  it 
not? 
Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman  (reading) : 

Paid  to  Speaker's  messenger  for  services  rendered,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Emery,  $10. 

Paid  to  the  messenger  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Emery,  $5. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  that  messenger  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Have  I  got  to  tell,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Keed.  Yes. 

Mr.  M1JLHAI4L.  Harry  Parker.    I  want  to  say  right  here 

The  Chairman.  A  white  man  or  a  colored  man? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  A  colored  man,  sir.  I  want  to  say  right  here  that  I 
think  the  checks  from  Mr.  Emery's  oflSce  will  show  that  later  on  those 
men  were  paid  a  regular  salary,  when  Mr.  McMichael  was  put  on 
regularly. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  the  name  of  the  Speaker's  messenger? 

Mr.  Mui-HALL.  HeniT  Neal. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  he  a  colored  man,  too? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  still  over  there. 

No.  2687,  2588  is  another  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand,'* 
and  also  bearing  the  name  of  Schwedtman.    I  will  read  this  part : 

I  was  called  here  to  New  York  by  telegram  by  Mr.  Bird  on  Saturday.  He 
wished  to  confer  with  me  in  relation  to  a  strike  situation  out  in  Ohio  among 
the  shoe  people,  and  also  wisheci  to  have  me  talk  over  the  hatter  situation  here 
with  some  people  he  is  bringing  to  the  office  at  12  o'clock. 
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Is  No.  2589  a  letter  you  got  from  SchWedtman  ? 
Mr.  Mui^HALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

They  are  troubling  us  with  a  lot  of  bad  bills,  and  we  must  keep  very  bu^  in 
the  near  future  to  beat  them.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  hear  from  you  after  our 
tariff  friends  have  left  Washington. 

No.  2590  is  a  letter  from  SchWedtmian  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter),    les,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

You  are  not  feeling  any  worse  about  Otit  hot  coming  to  Washington  than  we 
do,  but  I  hope  that  in  about  three  week^  from  now  Mr.  Van  Cleave  wiU  take  a 
run  to  Washington  to  have  a  talk  with  our  friend  Watson,  Uncle  Joe,  and 
others.  There  is  no  certainty  about  this,  but  I  think  it  would  be  very  advisable. 
What  do  you  thinlf  ? 

The  Chairman.  This  sentence  should  be  read : 

In  a  half  hour  from  now  our  friend  Jamies  and  I  are  going  tx>  take  the  train 
for  Jefferson  City,  where  we  will  make  arguments  before  our  State  legislature. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  Emery  or  Watson? 
Mr.  M ULHALL.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that. 
The  Chairman.  It  says: 

In  a  half  hour  from  now  our  friend  James  and  I  are  going  to  take  the  train 
for  Jefferson  City,  where  we  will  make  arguments  before  our  State  legislature. 

Mr.  MuLHALi'- 1  think  that  is  intended  for  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  make  that  trip  out  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not.    Mr.  Emery  made  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  interested  to  know  whether  they  are  reristered 
out  there  as  lobbyists.  But  I  suppose  you  can  not  tell  us.  We  h&ve 
a  lot  of  that  kina. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Emery  can  tell  you. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  tell  you.  I  made  a  public  ap- 
pearance before  the  Legislature  of  Missouri ;  I  made  an  argument  be- 
fore the  judiciary  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  register  f    That  was  the  question. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  can  not  tell  you  whether  I  registered  or  not  I  ap- 
peared before  the  Judiciary  Conmiittee  at  that  time  and  made  an 
argument  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  was  interested  only  in  the  question  of  whether  you 
registered. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  answer  any  questions  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry. 

Senator  Reed.  You  will  probably  get  an  opportunity  before  we  get 
through. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  it. 

Senator  Reed.  2591,  2592  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  dear  Ferdinand." 

2593-2597  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addt^ssed  "My  d»ar 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  About  the  strike. 

Mr.  MtTLttALL.  There  are  money  matters  in  that  strike  matter  I 
would  like  to  have  brought  out 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      8055 

Senator  Wadbh.  Yes ;  there  are  a  good  many  money  matters  about 
the  strike ;  but  I  do  not  believe  wie  have  anything  to  do  with  the  ex- 
penditure of  money  in  connection  with  a  strike.    It  says : 

They  have  been  giving  out  for  the  last  four  or  five  days  that  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  will  furnish  $200,000  at  ouce  to  continue  to  pay  strike 
benefits. 

We  can  not  inquire  whether  they  did  or  did  not 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  go  into  it  any  further 
than  merely  to  find  out  whether  they  were  generally  using  money. 

Mr.  MuLHAUi.  In  that  strike  matter  in  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  Sena- 
tor, it  is  so  plain  there.  iThis  thing  has  been  denied.  The  money 
was  paid  direct  from  the  New  York  office,  and  it  was  paid  in  connec- 
tion with  an  ex-Member  of  Congress  at  that  tilne,  who  was  formerly 
on  the — it  was  paid  through  him,  part  of  it  was  paid  through  him — 
who  was  formerly  on  the  Judiciary  Committee^  and  they  wanted  to 
bring  back  again.  So  that  is  the  reason  I  am  talking  about  the 
Portsmouth  strike. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course,  anything  with  relation  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  money  to  elect  Congressmen  is  entirely  proper,  and  we  cer- 
tainly ought  to  have  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  that  Member  of  Congress  f 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  an  ex-Meinber  at  that  time,  Mr.  Bannon — 
Henry  Bannon. 

Senator  Nelson.  His  name  has  been  referred  to  in  some  corre- 
spondence.   His  name  does  not  figure  here. 

(At  1.06  o'clock  p.  m.  a  recess  was  taken  until  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON    SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
2.30  o'clock  p.  m. 

TESTIMONY  OF  HABTDT  MICHAEL  MXrLHALL— Continued:^ 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  I  answer  any  questions  or 
identify  any  letters  I  would  like  to  say  to  the  committee  and  to  the 
press  that  Mr.  Albert  D.  Calvert,  president  of  the  Typographical 
Union  of  Philadelphia  in  1905  and  1906,  has  wrote  me  a  letter  here, 
which  is  in  answer  to  what  has  been  said  by  a  lot  of  labor  agitators 
over  in  Philadelphia,  stating  that  he  was  not  straight  in  that  strike ; 
that  he  was  in  some  way  tied  up  with  the  people  working  against 
his  organization.  I  want  to  say  to  the  gentlemen  of  the  press  that 
Mr.  Calvert  was  as  straight  as  a  string  for  his  union,  worked  day 
and  night  for  its  success,  and  if  it  were  not  for  the  strene;th  that 
was  thrown  into  the  contest  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers Mr.  Calvert  would  have  won  that  fight.  So  there  is  nothing 
against  Mr.  Calvert  in  any  way,  shape,  or  manner,  and  I  want  that 
to  be  known  to  the  Philadelphia  press. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  2598  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Fred  A.  Sims, 
is  it  nott 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Heed.  1  have  forgotten  who  Mr.  Sims  was. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Secretary  of  State  of  Indiana. 
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Senator  Beed.  I  said  it  was  a  letter  you  received;  it  is  a  letter 
addressed  to  Ernest  Thomas.  I  misled  you  on  that.  How  did  it 
come  to  be  in  your  possession,  if  you  know? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Thomas. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  it  says,  "  Tiie  inclosed  letter  I  sent  to  C!oL 
Mulhall."  I  see  also  this  note:  "Jim,  please  deliver  the  inclosed 
letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall,"  which  explains  it. 

Is  No.  2599  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

(Senator  Reed  read  in  full  No.  2599.) 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2600  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My 
Dear  Ferdinand."    I  will  read  this  sentence : 

I  have  made  a  complete  report  as  near  as  I  possibly  could  in  my  hnrried 
labors  of  my  work  in  Orange  and  vicinity,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Bird. 

2602-2605  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed 
'*  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  letter : 

(2602-2605.) 

April  6,  1909. 

My  Dear  B'ecdinand:  I  hare  been  wanting;  for  some  time  to  write  yon  fully 
of  the  situation  here  in  relation  to  a  tariff  commission,  but  Mr.  Miles  and  his 
committee  have  Isept  me  so  busy  since  they  have  been  here  and  my  attempting 
to  help  the  New  York  office  with  the  National  Hatters'  Association  has  taken 
up  every  moment  of  my  time,  making  it  almost  impossible  for  me  to  eat,  let 
alone  to  write. 

When  the  executive  committee  of  the  committee  of  one  hundred  came  here 
last  Tuesday  I  had  them  hold  off  until  they  saw  Mr.  Watson,  and  Mr.  Watson 
gave  them  splendid  information  and  a  good  program  to  follow,  so  they  could 
be  successful  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  bill  through  at  this  session:  In 
addition  to  this  Mr.  Watson  pledged  his  active  support  of  the  measure,  and  I 
know  for  a  fact  that  he  is  bending  all  his  energies  along  those  lines  at  the 
present  time.  When  he  first  met  the  executive  committee  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission on  Wednesday,  the  28th  ult.,  he  mentioned  a  number  of  members  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  that  he  thought  it  advisable  for  those  gentle- 
men to  see,  so  Messrs.  Meade,  Towne,  Miles,  Kirby,  and  Tompkins  went  to 
the  Capitol  and  I  made  arrangements  for  them  to  see  Mr.  Henry  S.  Boutell,  of 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  they  had  a  very  pleasant  inter\iew  with 
that  gentleman  on  that  occasion,  and  since  that  interview  Mr.  Boutell  has  been 
extremely  friendly.  Later  on  the  same  committee  saw  Mr.  William  A.  Oalder- 
head,  of  the  5th  Kansas  district,  another  member  of  the  Ways  and  Means 
Committee,  and  several  other  gentlemen  whom  Watson  advised  them  to  see 
On  the  29th  ult.  most  of  those  gentlemen  left  for  their  homes,  and  Mr.  Miles 
has  been  actively  at  work  here  ever  since. 

On  Wednesday,  the  28th,  Messrs.  Miles,  Towne,  and  Tompkins  called  on  the 
President,  and  he  gave  them  a  very  favorable  interview,  stating  that  he  was 
for  a  tariff  commission  at  this  session,  so  that  this  committee  came  away 
strongly  impressed  with  the  President's  statement,  and  from  the  interviews 
they  had  with  Mr.  Watson  and  others  they  were  fully  convinced  that  they 
could  get  a  tariff  commission  before  the  tariff  bill  was  put  through. 

I  made  an  engagement  for  Mr.  StiUman  to  have  Mr.  Watson  take  him  to  see 
the  President,  Mr.  Stillman  inviting  the  President  to  attend  our  banquet  on 
the  19th  of  May,  and  on  Thursday  Mr.  Watson  took  Mr.  Stillman  to  the  White 
House.  When  those  gentlemen  saw  the  President  he  seemed  to  be  very  much 
provoked  at  Mr.  MUes  for  statements  that  Mr.  Miles  had  been  making  in  rela- 
tion to  different  schedules  and  flew  into  a  passion  while  Watson  and  StiUmiln 
were  there,  calling  Mr.  Miles  a  crazy  man,  and  in  a  tone  of  voice  which  was 
very  loud  and  could  be  heard  all  over  the  executive  office.  In  the  afternoon 
Mr.  Stillman  met  us  at  the  Capitol  and  told  us  of  the  interview  they  had  with 
the  President,  and  Mr.  Stillman  seemed  very  much  worried  over  the  way  the 
President  acted.    Later  on  Mr.  Miles  and  I  met  Mr.  Watson  and  we  had 
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dinner  at  6.80,  and  Wataon  fully  related  the  Incident  of  the  White  House,  and 
even  made  it  stronger  than  what  StiUman  stated  it  to  be.  Mr.  Watson's  impres- 
sion was  that  there  had  been  some  parties  to  see  the  President  who  had  stirred 
him  up  and  made  him  very  angry  at  Mr.  Miles,  but  that  he,  Watson,  was  un- 
der the  impression  that  he  could  settle  the  matter  on  Friday  or  Saturday  of 
last  week,  and  that  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  not  affect  our  worlc 
here  in  getting  a  tariff  commission  bill  through.  Mr.  Watson  had  a  long  meet- 
ing with  our  friends  on  Thursday  before  he  went  to  the  White  House,  and 
again  tendered  his  services  to  the  committee  and  mapped  out  a  lot  of  work 
for  them  to  do. 

After  this  meeting  Mr.  Miles  and  I  called  on  Senator  Root,  of  New  York, 
and  Mr.  Boot  came  out  very  strongly  in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission,  telling 
Mr.  Miles  that  we  might  quote  him  to  that  effect,  and,  in  addition  to  seeing 
Mr.  Root,  I  saw  numerous  Members  of  Ck>ngress  who  are  friendly  to  a  tariff 
commission,  and  I  gave  to  Mr.  Miles  a  list  of  names  whom  I  felt  it  would  be 
advisable  for  him  to  see  on  Friday  and  Saturday. 

I  left  on  Thursday  for  Philadelphia  and  Orange,  and  I  reported  this  incident 
to  you  yesterday,  so  I  returned  here  Monday  morning  at  8.30  a.  m.  and  found 
Mr.  Miles,  and  he  gave  me  a  complete  statement  of  his  labors  during  my 
absence.  He  told  me  of  an  interview  that  he  had  with  Senator  Aldrich,  of 
Rhode  Island,  and  Mr.  Aldrich  promised  Mr.  Miles  that  he  would  put  into  the 
Senate  draft  of  the  tariff  bill  a  clause  for  a  tariff  commission  covering  almost 
in  full  the  bill  as  suggested  by  our  committee  that  was  here  last  week.  This 
I  assured  Mr.  Miles  was  a  very  strong  point  in  our  favor  and  would  assure 
us  of  a  tariff  commission  at  this  session.  So  after  my  interview  with  Mr.  Miles 
he  instructed  me  to  see  Mr.  Watson  as  soon  as  I  possibly  could,  so  I  found  Mr. 
Watson  at  the  Capitol  yesterday  morning,  and  he  told  me  that  he  had  done  a 
lot  of  work  upon  our  bill  for  the  two  days  that  I  had  been  gone.  He  stated  that 
ex-Senator  Hemenway,  of  Indiana,  had  also  seen  Mr.  Aldrich,  and  Aldrich  had 
promised  Hemenway  faithfully  to  include  in  the  tariff  bill  a  clause  for  a  tariff 
conmiission,  and  Mr.  Watson  stated  also  that  ex-Senator  Hemenway  had  seen 
many  leading  Members  of  the  Senate  and  was  helping  him  along  those  lines 
to  obtain  a  tariff  commission.  Watson  told  me  of  numerous  Members  of  Con- 
gress he  had  seen,  including  the  Speaker,  Payne,  Dalzell,  and  other  leaders, 
and  that  he  was  sure  that  he  could  bring  those  leaders  around,  and  when  the 
Senate  bill  came  to  the  House  for  conference  with  a  tariff  commission  clause 
that  the  would  pass  it  In  the  House. 

I  had  a  long  interview  again  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning,  and  he  and  I 
fully  went  over  the  work  that  was  going  on  here  in  Washington.  Mr.  Watson 
is  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Miles  has  done  splendid  work  here  in  many 
ways,  and  that  if  we  could  stop  him  from  talking  schedules  when  he  interviews 
the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  he  would  be  of  very  valuable  aid  in  the 
present  fight.  Watson  made  arrangements  for  Mr.  Miles  to  see  the  Speaker, 
Mr.  Payne,  and  the  other  leaders,  and  he  told  me  this  morning  that  at  all  of  those 
interviews  which  he  had  arranged  for  Mr.  Miles  that  he  talked  too  much  tariff 
and  not  enough  tariff  commission,  and  in  that  way  he  is  too  radical  with  the 
leaders  of  Congress  and  is  not  winning  them  or  following  the  instructions  that 
Watson  gave  him,  and  Mr.  Watson  is  very  much  put  out  with  the  diplomacy  . 
shown  by  Mr.  Miles,  and  he  instructed  me  this  morning  to  write  this  to  you  and 
quote  him  just  as  I  am  writing. 

Just  before  seeing  Mr.  Watson  I  met  Vice  President  Sherman's  secretary,  and 
he  commenced  by  stating  that  we  were  stirring  up  things  here,  and  that  Mr. 
Sherman  wanted  to  see  me.  I  wanted  to  know  what  for,  and  he  stated  he 
could  tell  me  confidentially,  provided  I  would  not  spread  it  around.  He  said 
there  was  a  large  delegation  from  New  York  called  on  Sherman  on  the  29th  ult., 
the  day  that  Watson  and  Stillman  were  at  the  White  House.  They  asked 
Mr.  Sherman  to  go  to  see  the  President  with  them.  Mr.  Sherman  was  under 
the  impression  when  he  was  taking  those  people  to  see  the  President  that  It 
was  to  seek  the  President's  influence  on  certain  changes  they  wanted  in  the 
tariff  bill,  but  when  they  got  up  there  they  called  the  President's  attention  to  an 
interview  that  was  given  out  in  the  press  on  Wednesday,  the  28th  ult..  wherein 
he  stated  he  was  actively  in  favor  of  the  tariff  commission  at  this  session. 
These  gentlemen  strongly  impressed  on  the  President  that  they  did  not  want  a 
tariff  commission,  and  this,  was  the  crowd  that  stirred  up  the  President  so 
against  Mr.  Miles  and  caused  him  to  make  the  statement  he  made  to  Watson 
and  Stillman  when  they  called  on  him  the  same  day.  This  committee  was 
In  the  White  House  when  Watson  and  Stillman  went  there,  and  after  Watson 
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and  Stillman  left,  the  President  went  back  to  those  people,  and  they  heard  tiie 
remarks  he  made  to  Stillman  and  Watson  at  the  interylew  they  had  with  him. 
tlie  President  assured  those  gentlemen  that  he  did  not  authorise  Miles  to  make 
any  such  statement  to  the  public,  and  this  is  the  main  reason  that  he  is  so  angry 
at  Miles  at  the  present  time.  From  what  I  could  learn,  the  President  la  still 
in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission,  and  the  Vice  President's  secretary  told  me  that 
Mr.  Sherman  wished  me^o  call  Just  as  soon  as  he  returned  to  the  city.  He  1^ 
for  Utica  on  Monday  and  will  be  gone  the  balance  of  this  week.  I  told  tiiis 
incident  to  Messrs.  Watson  and  Miles  at  an  Interriew  I  had  with  them  this 
morning,  so  Mr.  Miles  is  now  aware  of  the  cause  of  the  row  In  the  White 
House  on  last  Thursday.  We  have  all  been  advising  Mr.  Miles  for  some  tim« 
to  be  moderate  in  his  publicity  of  what  takes  place,  and  I  feel  that  if  he  does 
this  there  is  no  question  but  what  we  can  get  a  tariff  commission  bill  thi^ugb. 

I  want  to  close  this  report  by  stating  that  Mr.  Miles  and  the  committee  have 
done  grand  work  since  they  have  been  h^re,  and  although  they  have  stirted  up 
the  President  and  others,  I  believe  it  is  very  good  politics,  because  we  are  not 
going  to  get  anything  from  those  people  unless  we  fight  hard  tor  It 

I  had  a  conference  with  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Meade  after  my  interview  with  Mr. 
Watson,  and  Mr.  Miles  will  leave  fbr  New  York  to-morrow  to  work  on  the  out- 
side for  a  few  days.  Watson  is  under  the  impression  tliat  this  will  be  a  splendid 
thing  for  him  to  do,  and  he  told  me  that  he  wiAs  sure  we  tvould  get  a  tariff 
commission  bill,  but  that  it  would  be  good  polities  tot  Mr.  Mll^  to  stay  away 
from  here  for  the  next  eight  or  ten  days.  Of  course  I  am  delicate  about  ap- 
proaching Mr.  Miles  about  this  request,  and  write  it  to  you  so  Mr.  Van  Cleava 
cun  take  any  action  he  wishes  in  relation  to  this  report. 

On  the  advice  of  Mr.  Miles.  I  will  have  Mr.  Gardner,  of  New  Jersey,  present 
our  tariff  commission  bill  this  afternoon,  and  I  have  been  strictly  advising  tiilfi 
for  some  days,  and  I  think  it  is  a  good  plan  at  the  present  time  to  carty  out,  for 
it  v^ill  show  to  the  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  Just  what  our  tariff  biU 
calls  for.  I  will  close  this  letter  by  stating  that  Mr.  Watson  told  me  to  assure 
you  of  our  ultimate  success,  and  this  I  believe  to  he  an  accomplished  fact  if  we 
will  work  strictly  along  the  lines  of  Watson's  suggestions. 

With  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be. 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  ask  you  in  regard  to  this  sentence: 

When  the  executive  committee  of  tlie  committee  of  100  came  here  last  Tuesday 
I  had  them  hold  off  until  they  saw  Mr.  Watson. 

Are  we  to  understand  from  that  that  the  Manufacturers'  Associa- 
tion had  created  an  executive  committee  of  100  to  look  after  the  ques- 
tion of  this  tariff  commission  bill,  or  was  that  committee  of  100 
created  in  some  other  way? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  committee  of  100  was  created  at  the  convention 
that  was  held  in  Indianapolis  in  February,  on  the  15th,  16th,  and  17th. 

I  want  to  Correct  a  statement  that  I  made  here  in  relation  to  Mr. 
Watson  which  I  see  I  have  been  out  of  order  on,  that  Mr.  Watson  did 
not  get  the  money  before  he  left  Congress,  but  after  he  left  Congress, 
because  I  note  by  what  the  letter  states,  now,  when  that  tariff  com- 
mission met;  so  that  that  is  the  reason  why  I  want  to  correct  my 
statements  as  to  the  former  dates. 

Senator  Reed.  2606-2609  is  a  duplicate  of  2602-2605. 

Is  Xo.  2610  a  letter  vou  received  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  in  that. 

2611-2612  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  addressed  to  "  My 
Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

Mr.  Watson  Is  very  anxious  to  get  Mr.  Miles  out  of  town  so  as  to  stop  the 
parties  who  have  been  running  to  the  President,  the  Speaker,  and  the  leaders 
of  the  House,  who  are  fighting  our  biU  and  Miles  as  well.  Mr.  Fassett  told  me 
to-day  that  Mr.  Miles  Is  doing  us  more  harm  than  good,  and  I  am  beginning 
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to  agree  with  Wataon  that  It  would  be  Just  as  well  for  Mr.  Miles  to  work  on 
the  outside  for  eight  or  ten  days.  Of  course  Mr.  Watson  is  very  slow  to  talk 
plainly  to  Mr.  Miles,  but  he  says  he  Is  anxious  to  get  our  bill  through  before  he 
goes  to  Indiana,  and  he  says  there  is  no  use  of  his  s'ayin^  here  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  is  talking  about  leaving  for  his  home  in  the  near  future. 

I  intimated  to  Mr.  Miles  some  time  ago  that  Mr.  Watson  ought  to  be  given 
something  for  his  expenses,  but  Mr.  Miles  has  not  given  much  consideration 
to  that  suggestion,  and  Watson  told  me  this  morning  that  he  does  not  wish  to 
appear  here  as  a  lobbyist  or  get  the  name  of  being  one,  but  he  would  like  to 
help  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  the  leaders  of  the  association,  but  he  feels  tbat  he  can 
not  stay  here  more  than  a  few  days  longer,  as  he  will  be  compelled  to  go  home 
and  take  up  his  law  practice,  so  that  he  can  be  in  a  position  to  get  on  his  feet. 
I  made  this  fbct  very  plain  to  Mr.  Miles  over  a  week  ago,  and  the  comml'tee 
that  was  in  session  here  on  last  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  week  took  some  action 
on  this  matter  and  left  it  entirely  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Miles,  but,  as  I  stated  in 
the  fore  part  of  this  letter,  he  has  not  acted  upon  the  suggestions  made. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  paragraph  says: 

Mr.  Miles  and  Mr.  Meade  were  very  confident  again  this  morning  tbat  we 
would  get  the  bill  through  at  this  session.  They  saw  Senator  Galllnger  yester- 
day and  others  and  won  them  over  to  our  side  of  the  case,  and  they  feel  very 
much  elated  over  the  success  of  yesterday's  work. 

You  will  please  find  with  this  letter  a  dozen  copies  of  the  bill  that  was 
introduced  by  Mr.  Gardner  on  the  5th,  and  if  you  wish  any  more  you  can  write 
me  and  we  will  send  you  all  you  want.  You  will  also  please  find  with  this 
report  list  of  158  names  of  Congressmen  whom  I  have  seen  since  the  first  of 
February.  I  am  continually  keeping  in  touch  with  those  men  and  they  are  all 
in  favor  of  our  bill,  some  of  them  very  active  and  strongly  in  favor  of  it. 

I  also  call  attention  to  the  very  first  paragraph  of  this  letter : 

I  had  an  interview  with  Messrs.  Miles  and  Meade  early  this  morning,  and 
also  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  who  introduced  our  bill  on  the  oth, 
and  a  very  pleasing  interview  with  the  new  whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  John  W. 
Dwight,  and  also  with  Representative  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  who  Is  very  close  to 
Dwight.  Mr.  Fassett  brought  me  to  see  the  whip  of  the  House  and  gave  me  a 
very  agreeable  recomm&idation  in  relation  to  my  work  in  the  canipnign  of 
1888.  And  later  on  I  had  a  talk  with  Senator  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Watson 
together,  and  both  those  gentlemen  are  very  confident  that  they  can  get  our 
bill  through  at  this  session,  provided  we  follow  the  directions  given  by  Mr. 
Watson. 

2613-2614  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

(2613,  2614.) 

April  7.  IIMIJ). 

My  Dear  Ferdinand:  The  last  time  I  saw  you  East  sevenil  weeks  ago  T 
positively  told  you  that  if  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  yourself  left  the  orjxanizjition 
that  I  did  not  desire  to  stay  with  the  new  president.  Several  months  before 
that,  you  wrote  me  wanting  to  know  if  I  could  take  care  of  myself  if  there 
were  any  changes  made  at  the  next  election  of  a  president  of  our  aHSoclatlon. 
I  stated  to  you  at  that  time  that  I  was  positive  that  I  could  always  provide 
for  myself  and  could  always  secure  employment  from  different  sources  whenever 
I  wished  to  do  so. 

Since  your  first  letter,  certainly,  I  have  been  carefully  looking  around,  and 
after  consulting  with  my  wife  on  many  occasions,  we  have  about  come  to 
the  conclusion  to  go  into  the  brush  business  again.  I  started  a  factory  in 
Baltimore  in  1900  and  for  a  few  years  was  very  successful,  and,  as  1  told  you 
before,  I  own  at  the  present  time  two  patents  which  are  bringing  me  a  small 
royalty,  and  I  feel  that  I  could  do  better  by  handling  those  patents  myself 
and  manufacturing  from  them  than  what  I  could  by  taking  employment  Irt 
any  other  organization  outside  of  my  present  occupation. 

So,  as  I  stated  before,  after  consulting  Mrs.  Mulhall,  I  have  about  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  I  will  start  in  buslnes-s  again.  You  know  you  promised  you 
would  write  me  fully  a  month  before  our  convention  if  Mr.  .>'an  Cleave  and 
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yourself  were  going  to  stay,  so  I  would  like  a  month  or  a  couple  of  months' 
notice,  if  yourself  and  our  chief  are  going  to  leave  the  organization,  to  give 
me  a  chance  to  get  into  something  that  would  keep  me  almost  as  active  as 
I  am  here. 

I  have  served  this  organization  ahout  six  years.  My  first  four  years  were 
not  productive  to  me,  but  the  last  two  years  I  have  been  fully  satisfied  that  I 
have  been  given  a  chance  to  convince  the  leaders  of  our  association  that  I  am 
worth  the  salary  that  they  are  paying  me.  Although  I  feel  deeply  grateful  to 
yourself  and  our  chief  for  the  splendid  opportunities  that  have  been  given  me, 
still  there  are  many  little  disappointments  that  I  feel  have  come  to  me,  for 
after  six  years'  hard  work,  I  should  have  got  further  advanced  in  this  associa- 
tion than  what  I  am  at  the  present  time.  So  for  those  reasons,  I  do  not  wish 
to  start  in  with  a  new  set  of  oflScera  I  am  confident  from  Interviews  I  have 
had  with  lending  Republicans  in  and  around  Washington  that  I  can  secure  a 
political  appointment  If  I  wish  one,  which  will  give  me  a  chance  to  push  along 
faster  than  I  have  with  the  manufacturers.  So,  if  I  want  to  play  politics,  I 
have  about  come  to  the  conclusion  I  had  better  associate  with  politicians  who 
thoroughly  understand  the  game  and  who  deeply  appreciate  faithful  service 
when  it  is  given,  such  as  was  shown  to  me  by  the  late  Presidoit  McKinley, 
Senator  Quay,  and  others,  so  I  want  to  positively  close  this  letter  by  stating 
that  rather  than  start  In  with  a  new  set  of  ofllcers,  I  will  seek  employment 
from  my  political  friends  or  make  a  new  start  in  business,  which  my  wife 
especially  is  urging  me  to  do.  This,  of  course,  will  never  change  my  friendship 
that  is  deep  down  in  the  bottom  of  my  heart  for  you,  for  I  have  always  admired 
your  splendid  abilities,  your  fighting  courage,  and  your  great  capacity  for 
work,  and  I  will  always  hope  to  be  in  close  touch,  if  I  am  given  the  chance, 
with  my  beloved  old  Dutch  brother,  Fted  C.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2615  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Seed.  Is  No.  2616  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you ! 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

It  strikes  me  from  a  reading  of  your  letter  that  a  visit  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
to  Washington  soon  after  his  return  would  be  very  timely.  I  pray  that  he 
will  take  me  along  at  that  time,  l)ecause  I  should  love  to  discuss  many  ques- 
tions with  you  and  Mr.  Watson.  It  seems  to  me  of  great  importance  that  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  has  a  long  talk  with  our  friend  Watson.  He  is  evidently  doing  his 
utmost  for  us,  and  we  should  show  proper  appreciation  of  this  fact  in  any  form 
in  which  it  will  please  Mr.  Watson.  I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  you  advise 
us  at  an  early  date  what  you  think  of  such  a  visit  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  Wash- 
ington somewhere  between  the  25th  of  April  and  the  first  of  May. 

I  shall  endeavor  meanwhile  to  convey  to  Mr.  Miles  the  suggestions  contained 
in  your  letter,  and  I  feel  confident  that  he  will  profit  by  your  advice.  What- 
ever our  views  may  be  about  Mr.  Miles*s  diplomacy  on  certain  subjects,  one 
thing  is  certain — he  Is  the  most  lovable  character  imaginable. 

You  are  doing  splendid  work  and  if  we  succeed  in  our  tariff  commission 
efforts  at  this  sfiecial  session  we  will  indeed  have  the  right  to  look  forward 
to  the  coming  annual  convention  with  a  great  deal  of  satisfaction  and  pleasant 
anticipation. 

2617-2618  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  says: 

After  twenty-four  hours  of  very  hard  work,  I  am  glad  to  report  that  Mr. 
Miles  and  Mr.  Watson  have  had  a  complete  understanding,  and  I  feel  that 
things  will  work  better  now  from  this  time  on  than  what  they  have  for  the 
past  few  days.  It  was  very  fortunate  that  Mr.  Emery  blew  in  this  morning, 
and  he  has  done  more  with  Mr.  Miles  In  the  very  short  time  that  he  has  been 
here  than  what  has  been  done  for  several  days  before.  Mr.  Emery  and  I  have 
had  several  interviews  with  Watson  and  the  other  gentlemen,  and  we  feel  cer- 
tain now  that  things  will  go  along  straight  We  are  all  extremely  confident 
that  we  can  push  the  tariff  bill  through  at  this  session-    At  least,  Watson  says 
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be  is  positive  that  we  can,  and  this  gives  me  a  good  deal  of  courage  to  endorse 
what  he  states.  From  what  I  can  see  from  my  viewpoint,  I  am  more  than 
confident  that  we  will  get  the  bill. 

No.  2619  is  a  telegram  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it,  simply  so  that  we  may  keep  track  of 
the  Colonel's  movements: 

(2619.) 

[Telegram.] 

New  York,  Apl,  8-09. 
OoL  M.  M.  MuLHAix, 

610  Union  Trust  Bldg.,  WasMnffian,  D.  C: 

It  is  very  imperative  that  Orange  matters  be  given  your  immediate  atten- 
tion ;  am  desirous  of  seeing  you  before  you  go  there ;  advise  leaving  Washington 
at  once,  notwlthstandhig  any  desires  that  may  be  supposed  to  assist  in  tariff 
matters. 

J.  P.  BiBD. 

No.  2621  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mttlhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  think  there  is  not  much  in  that. 

Why  is  No.  2601  in  there  ? 

The  Chairman.  It  is  an  envelope. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2601  is  an  envelope,  and  there  is  also  attached 
to  it  a  postal  card. 

The  Chairman.  A  notification  of  a  meeting. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  And  another  postal  card. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  case. 

No.  2620  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2619. 

2622-2623  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuiiHALu  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  anxious  to  lay  down 
the  presidency.    Is  there  anything  else  of  consequence  in  it  ? 

Senator  Waugus.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2624  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"  My  dear  Ferdinand."    Is  there  anything  important  in  that  ? 

Senator  Waubh.  No. 

The  Chairman.  It  speaks  of  (jov.  Guild  of  Massachusetts  and  Mr. 
Cobb  of  Boston  helping  Mr.  Miles. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2625  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2626  another  Schwedtman  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALii  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  first  paragraph : 

We  spent  a  very  busy  day  here  yesterday  and  a  strenuous  forenoon  to-day. 
Mr.  Watson  saw  several  of  the  Senators  yesterday,  and  things  are  moving  on 
in  apple-pie  order  with  one  exception.  Mr.  Watson  went  to  see  the  President 
again  to-day  on  the  Miles  matter,  and  he  asked  the  President  what  angered 
him  against  Miles  eight  or  ten  days  ago,  and  the  President  stated  that  Miles 
Is  continnally  flying  Into  print  and  making  threats  as  to  what  he  will  do,  and 
it  would  be  better  for  Miles  to  accomplish  what  he  is  going  to  do  before  his 
tariff  bureau  bill  is  enacted,  and  that  Miles  is  continually  misquoting  hlni. 
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Mr.  Watson  then  wished  to  know  If  It  would  be  better  for  him  to  bring  Mr. 
Miles  up  to  see  the  President  and  he  shook  his  head  In  a  very  short  way  aii4 
said  emphatically,  no,  to  keep  Miles  away  from  him. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  another  paragraph  which  says : 

I  will  leave  here  to-day  to  assist  in  the  hatters'  matter  for  a  few  days.  It 
will  be  ten  days  or  two  weeks  before  the  Finance  Committee  of  the  Senate  will 
report  their  tariff  bill  in  full,  with  a  clause  in  It  containing  a  tariff  bureau, 
and  until  then  there  can  be  very  little  done. 

Is  No.  2627  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  yourself? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  April  12th  is  duly  received*  and  I  note 
your  activities  in  Washington  with  Mr.  Miles  and  his  friends.  Mr.  l^iniery  and 
myself  attended  a  meeting  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  Hatters'  Associa- 
tion Monday  afternoon,  and  we  gathered  from  this  meeting  that  the  situation  in 
Danbury  is  very  acute,  and  It  will  be  necessary  that  prompt  and  energetic  actlcua 
be  taken  if  we  are  to  take  any  part  whatever  in  the  situation,  for  the  manu- 
facturers themselves  are  becoming  discouraged  and  are  contemplating  making 
agreements  with  the  local  unions  if  possible  and  Ignoring  the  national  body. 

You  and  I,  of  course,  realize  how  impossible  such  a  proposition  is,  and  I 
would  suggest  taking  hold  of  Danbury  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  that  we 
may  give  the  Danbury  gentlemen  a  great  report  from  the  labor  side  of  the 
situation. 

2628-2629  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  financial  report  you  rendered 
to  this  association  on  April  14,  1909.     Is  it? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2630  a  letter  from  Schwedtraan  tq  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Martin:  I  have  carefully  read  your  letter  of  April  12.  Thank  you 
for  keeping  us  so  well  posted.  I  shall  be  sure  to  convey  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave  your 
Judgment  and  Mr.  Watson's  as  to  his  eastern  trip. 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  Is  expected  to  return  home  next  Monday,  and  I  will  then 
write  you  more  in  detail. 

2631-2635  is  a  duplicate  of  2628-2629. 

Is  No.  2636  a  statement  of  your  bill  at  the  hotel  in  Washington 
Citv  ? 

Mr.  McLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  here  a  letter  that  follows,  and  that  is  printed, 
but  is  not  numbered.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  marked  2636-A.  That 
is  a  letter  written  by  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

Meanwhile  Mr.  Van  Cleave  will  return  to  Saint  Louis  and  will  no  doubt  make 
his  arrangements  at  once  for  a  trip  to  WashinjErton  between  the  25th  and  the 
last  of  April.  I  expect  great  results  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  presence  there.  If 
be  and  Mr.  Watson  get  together  it  will  be  a  combination  of  two  giants — the  one 
in  forcefulness,  the  other  in  diplomacy — and  if  these  two  men  can  not  bring  the 
situation  to  a  successful  issue  we  might  as  well  give  it  up. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  also  in  the  preceding  paragraph  a  refer- 
ence to  Mr.  Miles.  The  letter  speaks  of  sending  him  some  place,  and 
then  adds: 

This  will  get  him  out  of  Mr.  Watson*«  way  for  a  few  days,  and  enaUe  Mr. 
Watson  to  show  what  he  can  do  in  his  absence. 

No.  2638  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    I  do  not  see  anything  in  that  which  we  need  read. 
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2639,  2640  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."  The  letter  refers  to  a  conference  with  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent, and  then  says: 

Watson  told  me  this  morning  tliat  it  was  not  necessary  for  me  to  go  to 
Maine,  as  Senator  Hale  was  all  right. 

The  work  that  has  been  done  on  the  House  side  and  the  list  of  158  names  of 
Members  of  Congress  that  I  gave  to  Watson  has  had  a  good  effect,  for  Watson 
t<rid  me  this  morning  that  he  saw  a  number  of  those  who  were  on  the  list,  and 
he  found  them  stronger  advocates  of  a  tariff  commission  than  he  supposed 
they  were.  I  told  Mr.  Sherman  of  this  fact  yesterday,  that  there  were  from 
160  to  170  Members  of  the  House  who  were  strongly  in  favor  of  a  commission, 
and  that  the  sentiment  of  the  Members  was  strongly  that  way,  and  that  even 
if  the  majority  of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  was  against  us  we  were 
going  to  get  the  bill  that  we  wanted.  I  also  showed  to  Mr.  Sherman  yesterday 
that  the  opposition  we  have  here  were  Mugwumps  and  Democrats,  and  when 
the  party  was  looking  for  votes  last  year  those  fellows  were  against  it,  and  I 
particularly  called  the  attention  of  the  Vice  President  to  the  splendid  campaign 
fitarted  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  the  heads  of  our  association,  and  I  continually 
preach  to  those  gentlemen  that  it  is  not  good  politics  to  turn  down  the  men 
who  did  such  splendid  work  last  year. 

I  am  growing  more  encouraged  every  hour  by  the  way  that  things  are  going 
here,  and  Watson  says  that  Just  as  soon  as  the  Senate  bill  is  reported  in  full 
giving  a  draft  of  our  bill,  then  we  will  go  right  to  work  and  make  those 
fellows  give  us  what  we  want  Watson  is  very  much  enthused,  and  he  is  now 
bustling  for  all  that  he  is  worth;  so  with  this  statement  I  will  close,  as  usual, 
by  saying. 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  . 

No.  2641  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  of  introduction  that  he  furnished  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall:  Yes. 

Senator  Beed.  This  is  a  letter  that  is  addressed  to  Mr.  George  D. 
Selby,  and  the  letter  says : 

This  will  introduce  to  you  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  the  gentleman  that  I  mentioned 
to  you  would  be  in  Portsmouth  on  Monday. 

He  has  credentials  with  him  which  will  establish  his  right  to  your  confidence. 
Very  truly,  yours. 

No.  2642  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2643  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Oscar  E,  Moore, 
of  Portsmouth,  Ohio.    Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  him? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  he? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  He  was  one  of  the  leaders  of  the  strike  in  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio.    The  strike  was  then  taking  place. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  a  letter  of  yours  to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL*  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2644  appears  to  be  a  statement  dated  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio,  of  an  account  of  one  M.  Manley  with  the  Washington 
Hotel. 

Mr.  MuLHAu:^  That  was  the  name  that  I  used  while  in  Portsmouth 
on  that  occasion. 

Senator  Nemon.  You  registered  under  that  name  ? 

Mr.  MulhalLh  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Your  name  is  Martin  Manley,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  that  is  the  name  that  I  used  there. 

Senator  Reed.  And  your  correct  name  is  what? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Martin  Michael  Mulhall. 
Senator  Reed.  2645-2650  is  another  letter  to  SchwedtmaiL 
Senator  Walsh.  That  is  all  in  relation  to  strikes,  until  further  on 
toward  the  end  of  the  letter  there  is  the  following,  which  I  will  read : 

After  these  men  left  at  10  a.  m.,  I  went  and  saw  ex-Congreeaman  Henry  W. 
Bannom.  Bannom  was  one  of  the  most  useful  Members  we  had  on  the  Judi- 
ciary €k)mmittee  of  the  House  last  year.  Both  Mr.  Emmery  and  myself  were 
sorry  to  see  him  lose  out  for  the  nomination  last  year.  I  learned  from  Mr. 
Bannom  he  was  beatoi  hy  the  Selbys,  those  two  men  who  were  asking  as  to 
aid  them  in  winning  this  strike,  and  that  the  manufacturers  of  Portsmouth 
reduced  their  support  to  Bannom  through  the  influence  used  by  Mr.  George  D. 
Selby  on  account  of  Bannom  not  supporting  the  Littiefleld  temperance  bill  at 
the  last  session  of  Congresa  At  the  close  of  my  interview  with  Mr.  Bannom, 
about  10.45  a.  m.,  I  went  and  had  a  long  interview  with  both  Mr.  Selbys  at 
their  office  in  the  shoe  factory,  and  I  showed  to  both  of  them  that  Bannom  wbb 
the  most  useful  Member  we  had  on  the  Judiciary  Gonunittee  of  the  House  last 
year,  he  on  all  occasions  voting  against  the  injunction  measures  and  other 
labor  measures  that  came  up  before  that  committee;  and  I  also  showed  to  the 
Selbys  that  Bannom,  although  he  was  only  two  terms  in  Congress,  was  very 
dose  to  Speaker  Cannon,  Mr.  Sherman,  and  the  other  leaders,  and  that  he  had 
the  prestige  of  being  on  the  best  committees  of  the  House,  and  they  made  a 
big  mistake  by  not  having  him  renominated.  I  also  showed  to  the  Selbys  that 
Bannom  voted  against  the  Littiefleld  bill  for  the  good  of  his  district,  for  If  he 
had  supported  the  Littiefleld  bill  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  he  would  have 
injured  the  Speaker  and  others  of  the  House,  and  he  would  have  lost  the 
prestige  that  he  had  in  the  House  by  voting  against  the  leaders  in  Congress. 
Mr.  George  D.  Selby  and  his  son  were  very  much  surprised  at  this  information 
and  wanted  to  know  why  Mr.  Bannom  did  not  make  this  thoroughly  plain  to 
them  before  the  congressional  convention  of  last  year,  and  before  my  interview 
ended  they  assured  me  that  they  would  do  all  they  could  to  have  Bannom 
returned  next  year.  I  also  showed  to  Mr.  Selby  that  the  Member  they  had 
sent  to  the  House  this  year  had  Joined  the  insurgents  against  Speaker  Cannon, 
and  that  he  would  be  an  Idol  in  the  House  for  years  to  come  and  would  be  of 
no  service  to  his  district  Of  course,  I  made  a  full  report  to  the  Selbys  and  the 
other  manufacturers  in  Portsmouth  of  my  success,  and  the  district  master 
workman  and  his  lieutenant,  Mr.  Ackley,  and  both  those  gentlemen  highly 
complimented  me  by  stating  that  I  had  done  the  quickest  and  best  work  they 
had  ever  heard  of  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  and  wanted  to  know  how  they  could 
pay  me  for  the  services  I  had  rendered.  I  told  them  the  only  way  they  could 
pay  me  was  to  keep  in  active  touch  with  the  work  of  our  association  and  to 
attend  our  convention,  which  would  be  held  in  New  York  on  the  17th  to  19th 
of  next  month,  and  learn  what  was  going  on. 

I  'desire  also  to  read  from  the  letter  the  following,  which  appears 
later  on: 

At  9  a.  m.  I  left  Baltimore  for  New  York,  and  I  forwarded  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Henry  Bannon,  with  a  money  order  for  $150,  which  he  was  to  examine  and 
hand  to  Jordan. 

That  was  what  you  referred  to  this  morning,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLrHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  2651-2656  are  duplicates  of  2645-2650. 

No.  2657  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Oscar  E.  Moore.  Did  you  write  that 
letter  to  Mr.  Moore? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  copy  which  is  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes- 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that  that 
need  be  read. 

No.  2658  is  transposed  to  follow  No.  2656. 

2659-2664  are  duplicates  of  2645-2650. 

2665,  2666  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Selby? 


KAINTEKAKCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEOIBLATION.      3065 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  only  to  the  strike  there.  I  do  not 
think  it  cuts  any  figure. 

Senator  Keed.  Nos.  2658  and  2667-2670  are  duplicates  of  2645-2650. 

No.  2671  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mitchell  Jordan} 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  a  statement  here  that  you  are  sending  him 
$150.     (Reading:) 

I  am  sending  you  this  money  order  for  $150  inclosed  in  this  note  through  my 
friend,  Henry  W.  Bannon. 

Who  was  Mr.  Jordan  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  then  master  workman  of  the  Knights  of 
Labor  of  the  city  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 

Senator  Nelson.  Why  did  you  send  him  $150? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  call  off  tne  strike. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  do  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2672  is  addressed  to  Mr.  Bannon.  Is  that  a 
copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  letter  that  ought  to  be  read,  and  I  wiU 
read  it: 

Apbil  21,  1909. 
Mr.  Henby  W.  Bannon, 

Bannon  d  Bannon,  Portsmouth,  Ohio. 

My  Deab  Mb.  Bannon  :  As  requested  by  you,  I  stated  I  would  write  you 
the  moment  I  reached  here.  I  was  detained  in  Washington  for  some  hours^ 
so  did  not  reach  New  York  until  1.30  this  p.  m. 

I  am  sending  you  with  this  letter  a  letter  that  I  want  you  to  show  to  Mr. 
Jordan  before  you  hand  him  the  letter  I  am  sending  to  him.  I  will  not  seal 
the  letter  with  the  inclosure  that  I  am  sending  him,  for  I  want  you  to  see  the 
Inclosure  and  to  Isnow  that  it  is  in  the  envelope  before  he  gets  it.  After  read- 
ing the  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Jordan  will  you  please  seal  it  up  and  see 
that  he  gets  it  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  Be  sure  to  follow  out  these 
Instructions,  for  you  know  the  reason  as  well  as  I  do. 

At  my  last  interview  with  Mr.  Jordan  he  promised  me  faithfully  that  he 
would  call  off  the  strike  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  He  might  hesitate 
sbme  time,  or  wait  until  he  gets  this  money  order,  so  that  is  the  reason  I  am  so 
anxious  to  hurry  it  to  him. 

I  had  a  long  telephone  communication  from  Mr.  Pearl  Selby  while  waiting 
at  the  station  in  South  Portsmouth,  and  I  made  it  possible  for  you  to  have 
a  long  interview  with  him  after  I  left  there,  which,  I  think,  will  be  beneficial 
to  all  of  us  by  having  you  return  to  Washington  next  year.  I  will  write  you 
more  fully  in  a  day  or  so,  for  I  am  compelled  to  leave  here  this  afternoon,  and 
on  my  return  to  Washington  will  have  more  time  to  go  into  details  with  yoii. 
So,  hoping  you  will  read  the  letter  inclosed  to  Mr.  Jordan  and  seal  it  as  in- 
structed, believe  me  to  be. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2673  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bannon  ? 

Mr.  Mui^AUi  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  evidently  the  letter  which  accompanied 
the  other,  and  I  will  also  read  a  part  of  that. 
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(Confidential.) 

April  21,  1909. 
Mr.  Henby  W.  Bannon, 

Banmon  A  Banfum,  Portamouth,  Ohio. 

My  Dbab  Mb.  Bannon:  Ab  yon  are  well  aware,  I  was  on  the  go  all  the 
time  I  was  in  Portsmouth.  I  had  an  interyiew  with  one  of  yonr  friends,  Mr. 
Mitchell  Jordan,  district  master  workman  of  the  Knights  of  Labor,  before  I 
left  there  and  foreot  to  ^et  his  address,  so  will  you  be  kind  enough,  tbe  moment 
you  receive  this  letter,  to  reach  him  by  'phone  and  hand  him  the  sealed  letter 
inclosed? 

I  hope  you  will  treat  this  as  strictly  confidential,  as  Mr.  Jordan  might  not  like 
It  otherwise. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2674  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  2672.  No.  2675  is 
another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  all  about  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2676  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Mulhall  by 
Oscar  E.  Moore,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes.    That  is  the  same  Moore. 

Senator  Reed.  Accompanying  that  is  the  envelope  in  which  it  was 
inclosed,  which  is  not  marked.  I  will  have  that  marked  2676-A.  It 
bears  a  special-delivery  stamp. 

2677  and  2678,  being  personal  letters,  are  omitted. 

Is  No.  2679  a  letter  to  you  from  P.  E.  Selby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  to  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  that  it  was  not  called  off  just  then  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  No.  2680. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Jordan  was  waiting  for  a  letter.  It  was  called 
off  afterwards. 

Senator  Nelson.  Waiting  for  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2680  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2681  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr» 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  relates  to  that  Danbury  hatters'  strike? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

No.  2682  does  not  appear  to  be  numbered  in  the  printed  copy* 
That  should  be  transferred. 

Is  No.  2683  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes;  on  the  Danbury  strike. 

Senator  Nelson,  There  does  not  appear  to  be  anything  in  there 
except  what  relates  to  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  this  entire  letter,  but  it  appears  printed 
here  as  2683,  whereas  the  last  half  of  the  letter,  or  a  portion  of  the 
letter,  appears  as  4932,  and  that  should  be  brought  up  and  made  a 
part  of  2683. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  occurs  to  me  that  everything  should  go  in 
together  up  to  2705,  because  it  all  relates  to  the  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  consider  all  those  letters  in,  and  all  prop- 
erly identified. 

No.  2706  is  an  envelope  addressed  to  you,  is  it  not? 
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Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  the  letter  which  I  now  hand  you,  which  is  printed 
in  the  record  right  under  No.  2705,  the  letter  which  was  indoeed  in 
that  envelope  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALiL  (after  examination).  There  are  two  letters  from 
Mr.  Ridge,  who  in  1905  worked  for  Senator  Aldrich,  and  was  then 
seeking  employment  in  that  campaign. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  letter,  dated  '^  Providence,  May  3,  1909,^' 
reads  in  part  as  follows: 

Dbab  Sib:  Since  your  yislt  here  several  days  ago  I  have,  as  you  requested, 
carefully  looked  over  the  field  and  find  conditions  quite  different  than  they 
were  four  (4)  years  ago,  specially  among  the  labor  men.  Ck)nditlonB  In  this 
State  are  not  very  good  m  the  present,  and  the  panic  certainly  left  Rhode 
Island  working  people  In  bad  shape,  and  the  general  sentiment  is  that  the 
Republican  Party  is  solely  to  blame.  So  you  can  understand  that  If  our  friend 
is  In  the  field  again  for  another  term,  and  no  presidential  election  on,  he  surely 
will  have  the  hardest  battle  of  his  political  career.  This  tariff  question  has 
got  him  no  friends  among  the  poorer  classes;  they  don't  hesitate  to  say  he  is 
working  for  higher  prices  on  their  actual  living.  I  am  going  to  the  Central 
Liabor  Union  next  week  and  will  feel  how  they  stand.  This,  of  course,  I  shaU 
ha%  to  do  very  quietly ;  you  know  how  I  stand  with  all  organizations  and  must 
be  carefuL  However,  any  Information  I  can  give  you,  I  surely  will  for  old 
friendship  sake.  ' 

Senator  Beed.  Is  there  anything  further  in  that  that  you  care  to 
have  read? 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  nothing  further. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  following  No.  2705  (No.  2706  being  an 
envelope  postmarked  "  Woonsocket,  K.  I.,  May  3,  1909,  1.80  p.  m.") 
should  be  marked  No.  2706A. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  mean  the  letter  signed  "  Jim  "? 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  the  letter  signed  "  James  J.  Ridge." 

Senator  Nelson.  If  you  want  to  have  the  envelope  bear  a  separate 
mark ;  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Now,  the  other  letter,  which  is  signed  "  Jim," 
ought  to  be  marked  2705B. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  that  Jim? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  James  J.  Ridge,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  These  letters  are  both  dated  the  same  da^,  and  one 
IS  addressed  "  Dear  Sir  "  and  the  other  is  addressed  "  Friend  Mul- 
hall,"  and  in  the  last  one  I  see  the  writer  says : 

Friend  Mulhall,  I  am  going  to  ask  you  to  do  me  a  favor.  I  am  very  much 
In  need  of  a  couple  of  hundred  dollars  ($200.00),  and  I  feel  as  If  our  friend 
should  help  me  out  for  what  I  done  for  him.  And  I  wlU  give  service  for  him 
when  the  time  comes  again.  Now,  you  can  do  this  for  me  If  It  will  not  affect 
you  In  any  way  or  place  you  in  any  embarrassing  p<»sltlon.  You  can  put  It  to 
him  In  this  light,  that  you  think  it  would  be  a  good  idea  if  he  would  send  that 
amount  on  for  me  to  pay  expenses  of  visiting  the  various  organizations  (labor 
and  fraternal)  and  Inform  him  each  week  how  I  And  matters  politically. 

Who  was  "  our  friend  "  referred  to  there? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Senator  Aldrich. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  comply  with  the  request  in  this  letter! 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  sent  him  $100. 
Senator  Reed.  Did  you  yourself  send  it? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2706  a  statement  of  your  expenses  at  the  New 
Willard  Hotel? 
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Mr.  MuLHALU  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2707  is  a  little  bill  for  typewriting,  which  ought 
not  to  have  been  printed. 

Is  2708-2711  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  the  National 
Association  of  Manuiacturers  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  2712. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  all  these  ought  to  have  been  put 
in  the  record. 

Senator  "ELeed.  I  think  that  as  they  have  been  printed  I  would  let 
them  stay  in  the  record. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  might  consider  theiy  properly  identified  up 
to  2726.  Then  follow  a  large  number  of  letters  of  recommendation 
of  various  individuals  down  to  and  including  No.  2733,  which  is  a 
letter  recommending  Mitchell  Jordan  as  a  first-class  man. 

Senator  "Reed.  I  will  call  attention  to  them.  Here  are  a  lot  of  let- 
ters, beginning  with  No.  2726  and  running  down  to  and  including 
No.  2733,  addressed  ^'  To  whom  it  may  concern,"  and  the  names  are  as 
follows :  W.  B.  Askins,  Charles  Bayerl,  Philip  D.  Hobstetter,  Johff  J. 
Schlichter,  Charles  Ackley,  A.  J.  Finch,  K.  J.  Chaboudy,  and 
Mitchell  Jordan.    Do  you  remember  who  those  men  were? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  they  were  men  blacklisted  by  the  shoe 
shops  of  Portsmouth,  Ohio,  and  they  were  seeking  employment  in 
Cincinnati  and  other  shops,  and  I  came  to  an  agreement  with  Mr. 
Selby  about  it,  and  I  was  instructed  to  give  them  recommendations 
of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2734  is  a  letter  from  the  Selby  Shoe  Co.,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MiTLHAiiL.  Yes,  sir ;  thanking  me  for  the  services  rendered  on 
that  occasion.    That  is  from  Mr.  Selby. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  consider  Nos.  2736,  2736,  2737,  2738,  2739, 
2740,  2741,  2742,  and  down  to  No.  2743,  all  embraced  in  the  record, 
identified  and  read. 

No.  2743  is  an  account  that  you  had  with  the  Waldorf-Astoria? 

Mr.  MuLHALrL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  For  four  days,  $67.45. 

No.  2744  is  another  account  that  you  had  with  the  Hotel  Imperial, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  MiTLHALX^  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  2746--2748  is  an  account  you  rendered  this  associa- 
tion on  May  28,  1909,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  of  importance  in  that  account? 

Senator  Waubh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  2749,  2750  are  duplicates  of  2745-2748. 

No.  2751  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Emery,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Beed.  It  reads  as  follows: 

(2751.) 
[Telegram.] 

Received  at  Continental  Truat  Bldg. 

New  Yobk,  N.  Y.,  May  28,  1909. 

CoL  M.  H.   MULHALL, 

624  Oak  Avenve,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md.: 

Please  see  me  at  one  seventy  Broadway,  Saturday  morning.  Want  to  consult 
with  you  before  leaving. 

J.  A.  Emebt. 

I  now  hand  you  2762-2754. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Let  me  look  at  that  telegram  a  moment  first,  please, 
Senator. 

(The  telegram  referred  to  was  examined  by  the  witness.) 

Senator  Reed.  2752-2754  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  of  importance  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  letter  discloses  that  Mr.  Kirby  has  succeeded 
as  president  in  place  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

I  am  in  some  trouble  about  our  lecture  course  for  next  winter,  and  as  the 
new  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  I  must  see  to  it  that  our 
next  year's  program  is  better  than  ever  before.  I  think  you  and  our  good  friend 
Mr.  Watson  can  help  me  out    Let  me  explain : 

A  certain  lyceum  bureau  promised  to  get  some  certain  speakers  for  us,  but 
they  are  so  dilatory  that  I  do  not  want  to  wait  any  longer.  I  had  in  mind  for 
our  monthly  meetings  some  of  the  following  men:  Ambassador  James  Bryce, 
Justice  Wright  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Senator 
Borah,  Chief  Justice  Brewer,  Congressman  Cushman. 

Both  you  and  Mr.  Watson  are  so  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  character  of 
our  meetings  that  it  is  entirely  unnecessary  to  explain  anything,  but  I  want  you 
to  help  me  to  get  some  or  all  of  the  above  men,  or  some  others  in  their  place. 
What  is  more,  I  intend  to  have,  in  addition  to  our  regular  monthly  meetings  at 
the  Odeon,  where  we  will  have  thlrty-flve  hundred  people  present  at  each  meet- 
ing, about  four  business  dinners.  I  want  to  have  our  board  of  directors  (450 
men)  and  some  of  our  big  business  men,  approximately  one  or  two  hundred,  meet 
at  a  business  dinner  at  some  of  our  prominent  hotels  three  or  four  times  during 
the  winter,  and  I  want  to  have  a  special  speaker  for  each  one  of  these  meetings. 
I  want  our  friend,  James  E.  Watson,  to  he  one  of  these  speakers.  It  will  be  a 
heart-to-heart  talk,  at  which  such  men  as  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Littlefleld  can 
tell  our  people  about  legislative  work  In  a  strain  similar  to  that  of  Messrs. 
Watson  and  Littlefleld  at  the  banquet  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers at  tho  last  convention.  I  think  that  it  will  rouse  our  people  to  even 
greater  endeavors,  and  bring  out  our  St.  Louis  Citizens'  Industrial  Association 
to  a  iwlut  where  no  city  in  the  country  can  touch  it  for  educational  work  on 
coitstructlvc  and  conservative  lines. 

You  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  show  this  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  and  I  know  that 
I  could  not  place  this  matter  in  the  hands  of  two  stronger  and  abler  men. 

It  is  understood  that  we  pay  whatever  is  reasonable  and  right.  In  the  past 
our  expenses  for  speakers  have  been  between  one  and  two  hundred  dollars,  but 
even  if  we  should  have  to  go  above  the  higher  figure  in  order  to  get  the  men 
we  want,  we  are  willing  to  do  it,  although  I  fully  appreciate  that  it  is  not  the 
money  but  the  constructive  work  and  the  good  cause  that  induces  such  men  as 
those  above  named  to  come  to  us. 

Please  bear  in  mind  that  Mr.  Watson,  as  well  as  Senator  Dolllver  and  Mr. 
Littlefleld,  has  been  at  our  meetings,  and  that  they  can  tell  the  speakers  of  the 
future  all  about  our  work.  On  general  principles  I  s^nd  you  a  couple  of  hand- 
books of  our  association  outlining  the  work  of  the  past.  These  books  are  not 
up  to  date. 
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Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  if 
you  know  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  St.  Louis  organization  that  was  largely  got  to- 
other, I  think,  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  leading  manufacturers  of 
It.  Louis. 

The  Chairman.  What  is  the  Antiboycott  Association?  Is  that 
an  association  which  is  affiliated  with  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  under  the  heading  of  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  and  I  always  considered  it  an  auxiliary  organiza- 
tion of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  have  the  same  officers  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  they  do  any  work  here  in  Washington  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  Mr.  Davenport  has  been  representing  that 
organization  here  since  long  before  I  came  into  the  organization. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he  do  any  lobbying  work  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  else  has  been  down  here  for  that  association 
except  Mr.  Davenport? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  saw  anybody  else  representing  that  organi- 
zation here. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  numbers,  2765,  2756,  are  utterly  unim- 
portant, and  I  will  not  stop  even  to  identify  them. 

No.  2757-2760  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "My 
Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

During  the  past  8  or  10  days  I  have  had  several  meetings  with  the  leaders 
of  the  Republican  Party  in  Maryland  on  the  Pearrie  case.  I  know  you  are 
aware  that  Mr.  George  A.  Pearrie,  the  father  of  the  Pearrie  bUl,  came  near 
being  beaten  In  the  sixth  district  of  Maryland  last  fall,  which  is  from  six  to 
seven  thousand  Republican.  Pearrie  give  us  the  credit  for  thoroughly  organiz- 
ing the  district  against  him.  He  has  stated  publicly  and  privately  that  we  or- 
ganized all  of  his  enemies  and  got  them  into  one  solid  organization,  and  he  is 
trying  now  to  compromise  by  stating  that  he  will  drop  his  bill  providing  we  do 
not  oppose  him  for  Judgeship  in  his  district.  There  are  two  Judges  to  be  elected 
this  fall  for  the  State  supreme  bench,  and  Pearrie  wants  one  of  those  nomina- 
tions. He  has  seen  William  Stone,  the  State  boss  of  Maryland,  and  other  lead- 
ers, and  Stone  wanted  to  Isnow  if  we  would  stop  fighting  Pearrie  if  he  dropped 
his  bill  and  not  seek  nomination  for  Congress.  Stone  said  the  Republican  or- 
ganization of  Maryland  was  anxious  to  let  Pearrie  run  for  Judgeship,  but  that 
he  was  given  to  understand  that  Pearrie  would  not  care  for  the  nomination  if 
he  was  opposed  by  the  manufacturers  and  the  parties  who  opposed  him  last 
November.  I  want  to  plainly  state  to  you  that  the  effort  is  all  coming  from 
the  Pearrie  side.  We  are  making  no  overtures  to  them,  and  we  are  not  giving 
out  any  program  of  what  we  intend  to  do.  I  think  it  good  politics  to  keep 
Pearrie  and  his  friends  guessing,  to  see  what  he  will  do  in  the  next  Congress,  of 
which  he  is  a  Member,  and  whether  he  will  live  up  to  his  statement  that  he 
will  go  on  record  as  refusing  to  follow  the  Pearrie  bill  any  longer.  If  he  does 
not,  then  we  can  consult  with  the  leaders  of  our  association  and  take  their 
advice  as  to  what  they  want  done. 

I  had  a  telegram  from  Mr.  IQmery  on  Friday  night,  calling  me  to  New  Tork 
on  Saturday  morning.  We  had  a  conference  in  relation  to  the  Washington  situa- 
tion, and  he  stated  what  he  wished  me  to  do  and  gave  me  to  understand  plainly 
what  he  wishes  done  while  he  is  absent  He  has  put  it  up  to  me  to  fix  the 
Judiciary  Committee  and  the  Labor  Committee  while  he  is  away,  and  I  feel 
certain  I  can  have  this  done,  as  we  have  been  working  upon  this  for  some  time. 
It  looks  as  though  we  would  meet  with  success  all  along  the  line. 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  to  yon  about  the  tariff 
commission  clause  in  the  Senate  bill,  for  the  public  press  will  give  you  all  the 
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Infomiatioii  necessary,  and  I  know  you  take  the  Congressional  Record,  which 
keeps  you  posted  on  what  they  are  doing  in  Washington  at  the  presait  time. 

Mr.  Watson  has  been  away  to  Indiana  for  the  last  10  days.  He  told  me  be 
would  return  the  fore  part  of  this  week,  and  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  him  I  will 
give  as  much  of  my  time  to  Washington  as  I  can  and  try  to  get  matters 
straightened  up. 

I  note  what  you  say  in  your  letter  about  Mr.  Watson  and  securing  for  you 
speakers  for  your  meetings  in  St.  Louis.  It  will  be  a  great  pleasure  for  me  to 
do  this  work,  and  the  moment  I  get  through  with  the  Danbury  situation,  which 
I  feel  will  be  In  a  few  days,  I  will  take  this  matter  up  at  once  and  write  you 
fully  about  it 

I  particularly  note  what  you  say  about  our  new  president,  Mr.  John  Kirby. 
You  are  right,  dear  old  brother. 

Did  you  engage  in  that  eduoational  work? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  say  to  what  extent;  but  I  want  to  say 
in  relation  to  Mr.  Pearre  that  Mr.  Pearre  neyer  made  any  oyertures 
himsdLf  for  peace.  They  were  all  made  through  the  supposed  leader 
of  the  KepuDlican  Party  in  Maryland,  Mr.  Stone.  Mr.  Stone  made 
certain  concessions.  He  would  let  us  name  the  head  of  the  city  ticket 
provided  we  would  stop  fighting  Pearre,  and  we  did  name  the  head 
of  the  city  ticket  and  elected  nim,  but  the  Pearre  fight  went  on. 
Pearre  did  not  stop  on  his  bill.    He  went  on  and  fought  to  a  finish. 

Senator  Bjsxd.  Is  2761  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  John 
Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHAUii  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  important  in  it 

No.  2762  is  simply  a  statement  of  a  bill  of  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

Mr.  MulhalXn  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  I  will  waste  time  on  these  any  more, 
but  will  just  put  them  in. 

Is  No.  2763  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  received  from  Wilson  Vance? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL  (after  examination).  Y^s;  that  is  Mr.  Post's  editor, 
of  Battle  Creek,  Mich. 

Senator  Reed.  He  wanted  a  copy  of  the  Congressional  Directory? 

Mr.  MuLHALi..  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2764  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2765  is  a  letter  from  Mr,  Wm.  M.  Carson  to 
you,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2766,  2767  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  the  new 
president,  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walbh.  There  are  some  references  in  it  to  John  Mitchell. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2768  is  another  Schwedtman,  "Dear  Ferdi- 
nand," letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  was  trying  to  get  lecturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  it  is  about  analyzing  mineral  w^aters.  He 
also  says: 

Father  Staanley  wrote  a  splendid  letter  concerning  labor  agitators  to  the 
Snn  on  the  2d  instant,  and  I  have  had  several  long  Interviews  with  him  in 
Danbnry  and  have  won  him  over  as  a  warm  friend. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2769  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
James  E.  Watson  under  date  of  June  7,  1909  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelsok.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2770  a  copy  ox  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Vance? 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL  (after  examination).  Ye& 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Seed.  Is  No.  2771  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Ye^. 

Senator  Beed.  I  am  not  reading  these.  I  am  trusting  to  yoiij 
gentlemen  of  the  committee,  to  call  my  attention  to  anything  im- 
portant in  them. 

The  Chairman.  Keep  going  ahead. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2772  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear 
James."    Did  you  write  that  letter ;  and,  if  so,  to  whom  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Heed.  No.  2773  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed 
"Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says  in  the  last  paragraph : 

Everything  is  working  smoothly  at  this  end  of  the  road,  and  I  am  in  hopes 
of  getting  very  good  results,  both  In  Washington  and  in  Danbury,  inside  of  the 
next  few  days.  It  will  be  a  great  pleasure,  dear  brother,  to  keep  you  posted 
and  Just  as  soon  as  I  get  through  with  the  Danbury  situation  I  am  going  to 
attempt  to  take  a  short  trip  out  West  Ck>ngre6sman  McKinley,  chairman  of  the 
national  congressional  committee,  wants  me  to  undertake  a  short  mission 
for  him  and  wishes  me  as  soon  as  I  return  to  Washington  to  confer  with  him 
on  the  errand  he  wants  me  to  undertake,  so  if  I  get  that  far  I  will  try  to  run 
over  to  St  Louis  Just  to  take  a  look  at  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  and  before  that  it  says: 

Mr.  Watson  expects  to  return  to  Washington  the  latter  part  of  this  week, 
and  Just  as  soon  as  I  hear  he  is  there  I  shall  go  oyer  to  the  capital  city  to 
confer  with  him  upon  the  matter  you  wish  us  to  take  up,  and  shall  write  you 
fully  the  results  Just  as  soon  as  I  see  him. 

Is  No.  2774  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  the  new  president,  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nei/k)n.  I  do  not  see  much  in  that. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  No.  2775  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  William 
Carson  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Tes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  William  Carson? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  William  Carson  was  the  gentleman  who  was  elected 
clerk  of  the  circuit  court  at  Baltimore. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  was  a  subordinate  officer  of  the  court. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  No.  2776  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Miles? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  have  continued  to  keep  in  touch  witli  the  situation  and  with  the  leaders  oJf 
the  Republican  Party  In  Washington  since  I  saw  you  last,  and  I  can  see 
nothing  but  success  for  our  bill  as  drawn  by  Senator  Aldrlch.  I  have  been  in 
close  touch  with  a  number  of  leaders  from  Wisconsin,  and  I  have  mixed  freely 
with  the  Members  from  that  State,  gradually  feeling  them  out  in  relation  to 
Senatorshlp  next  year,  and  from  the  information  I  am  getting  I  am  fully  con- 
vinced that  you  are  the  man  to  beat  La  Follette  for  the  Senatorshlp  in  1910. 

The  senior  Senator  from  Wisconsin  is  losing  ground  every  day,  and  his  Join- 
ing the  free  trade  of  the  Democrats  of  the  Senate,  I  am  given  to  understand* 
will  not  help  him  in  his  own  city  to  malse  the  fight 
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I  expect  to  go  west  to  Chicago  inside  of  a  couple  of  weeks,  and  I  will  be 
pleased  to  have  you  write  me  if  you  can  see  me  at  Racine.  I  am  anxious  to 
talk  matters  over  with  you,  for  I  am  confident  I  can  give  you  information  which 
will  convince  you  that  I  am  right  on  the  data  I  have  given  you  in  this  letter. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  No.  2777  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  you  by  Mr. 
Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  not  important. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  2778,  2779  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  was  written  to 
you  by  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  nothing  of  consequence  in  it  except  in  ref- 
erence to  the  hatters'  strike. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  simply  call  attention  to  this  lecture  date: 

October  19,  1909,  Senator  Bristow,  ''The  responsibility  of  American  citizen- 
ship." 

Senator  Eeed.  Did  you  get  Senator  Bristow,  if  you  remember? 

Mr.  Mttlhall.  So  Mr.  Schwedtman  says.  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  getting  of  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  What  date  is  that! 

Mr.  Mulhall.  October  19,  1909. 

Senator  Nelson.  Congress  was  not  in  session  at  that  time. 

Senator  Eeed.  No.  2780  is  a  communication  to  you  from  Wilson 
Vance,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2781,  2782  a  letter  you  got  from  Mr.  Carson? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.    I  can  tell  the  writing. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2783  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  ad- 
dressed "  Dear  Ferdinand." 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  the  Danbury  matter.  There  is 
nothing  important  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2784  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  William 
P.  Stone,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mt  Deab  Mb.  Ck>LLECTOB:  You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a 
letter  from  Mr.  William  M.  Carson,  which  I  received  this  morning.  The  letter 
will  partly  explain  itself.  I  promised  Mr.  Carson  some  time  ago  that  if  you 
would  advise  him  to  run  for  the  office  of  register  of  wills  of  Baltimore  I  would 
give  him  my  personal  check  for  $200,  and  that  I  would  see  a  number  of  manu- 
facturers that  I  am  acquainted  with  in  Baltimore  and  solicit  funds  to  help  him 
and  his  party  in  this  campaign.  My  own  check  will  go  to  Mr.  Carson  the 
moment  that  he  makes  up  his  mind  to  seek  the  office,  and  I  will  get  busy 
in  his  campaign,  providing  he  gets  any  advice  from  you  that  will  encourage 
him  to  make  Uie  fight  in  the  coming  primaries. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  an  important  matter  in  a  sense.  Senator, 
because  Mr.  Bird  came  over  there  and  made  an  address,  a  little  later 
on,  to  22  prominent  labor  workers  that  met  at  my  home,  and  then 
presented  to  Mr.  Carson  a  check  for  $200  in  addition  to  what  I  gave* 

Senator  Rbed.  Why  were  you  interested  in  Carson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Carson  was  formerly  a  solicitor  for  membership 
in  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  and  a  man  I  knew  in 
Maryland  politics  for  a  number  of  years. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2785,  2786  a  letter  you  received  from  H.  E. 
Miles? 
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Mr.  MxTLHAix.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mr.  Watson,  howeyer,  asks  several  of  us  to  be  In  Washington  about  the  2(Mli. 
I  think  if  I  meet  that  appolntnient  it  will  keep  me  East  from  the  20th  to  pretty 
near  the  end  of  the  month. 

I  was  very  much  surprised  to  see  how  warm  the  Iowa  manufacturers  were  on 
the  tariff.  They  not  only  passed  the  resolution  we  wanted  them  to  for  a  com- 
mission, etc.,  but  another  resolution  expressing  the  desire  that  the  President 
veto  the  tariff  bill  unless  it  has  a  very  substantial  revision  downward.  It  shows 
that  Iowa  is  bent  on  tariff  adjustment  r^ardless  of  consequences  to  the  Repub- 
lican Party  'or  anything  else. 

Where  is  Senator  Cummins?     He  would  enjoy  that 

In  a  way  I  was  sorry  to  hear  of  the  passage  of  this  resolution  in  Iowa ;  but, 
as  I  said  to  them  in  the  evening,  I  am  sure  they  do  not  want  a  revision  "  down- 
ward "  or  revision'  **  upward "  as  such,  but  they  want  a  just  revision  in  ac- 
cordance with  President  Taft*s  definition  of  the  difference  in  cost  here  and 
abroad,  etc. 

Dolliver  and  Cummins  are  not  playing  politics. 

Is  No.  2787  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Miles  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MxTuiALL  (after  examination).  A  letter  Mr.  Miles  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Keed.  It  says: 

According  to  the  papers  our  friend  La  B^ollette  is  hurting  himself  greatly  by 
a  general  filibuster. 

Is  No.  2788  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Thomas  at  Rushville, 
Ind.? 

Mr.  MuLHALii  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  he  was  Mr.  Wat- 
son's secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2789  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Carson  ? 

Mr.  MnuiALii  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  2790,  2791  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  John 
Kirby,  the  president  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2792  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  the 
Thomas  Smith  Co.  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  2793-2794  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Schwedt- 
man,  addressed  "  Dear  Ferdinand."    Is  there  anything  in  that  to  be 

read? 
Senator  Nelson.  No.    That  all  relates  to  Danbury. 
Senator  Reed.  2795-2796  is  a  letter  from  Stone  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Nelson.  That  relates  to  Baltimore  politics. 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2797  a  statement  of  an  account  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2798  a  Schwedtman  letter? 
Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2799  a  letter  from  Kirby  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  seems  to  be  nothing  important  in  it. 
No.  2803  is  a  letter  to  you  from  James  E.  Watson,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes- 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 
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Mt  Dcab  CoLoiTBL :  I  would  like  for  you  to  come  over  to  Washington  as  soon 
an  you  can  conveniently  do  so  after  the  receipt  of  this  letter. 

Give  my  very  kindest  regards  to  Mrs.  Mulball,  and  believe  me  to  be  your 
f!rieud. 

James  E.  Watson. 

No.  2804:  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman,  addressed  "  My  Dear 
Ferdinand."    It  says: 

Watson  says  that  it  is  advisable  to  have  as  many  of  our  committee  here  as 
we  possibiy  can  around  the  20th,  before  the  executive  part  of  the  taritf  bill  is 
reported  to  the  Senate;  otherwise,  he  says,  he  would  not  be  responsible  for 
the  bill. 

I  was  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Watson  wanted  our  members  to  work 
on  the  conference  committee.  If  that  was  the  case,  certainly  we  would  not 
wish  those  gentlemen  here  at  the  present  time,  but  I  fully  agree  with  Mr. 
Watson  that  it  is  such  a  long  time  since  there  has  been  any  open  efTort  made 
in  behalf  of  this  bill  that  it  is  a  good  plan  to  have  the  committee  here  and 
do  all  we  can  for  a  few  days. 

Mr.  Watson  told  me  that  he  had  sent  out  letters  to  the  leading  members  of 
the  committee  and  will  expect  them  all  here  next  week,  so  I  expect  to  have  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  Mr.  Miles,  Mr.  Cobb,  and  the  other  members  and  be  here  on 
the  ground  to  help  them. 

Is  No.  2805  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  James  S.  Sherman?, 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  2806  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Miles? 
Mr.  MtjLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Kekd.  It  says : 

This  morning  I  came  over  to  Washington  and  had  a  long  and  pleasing  inter- 
view with  Mr.  Watson  and  others,  and  Watson  explained  to  me  the  reason 
for  his  sending  out  a  call  to  have  the  tnrlflT  committee  of  our  association  come 
to  Washington.  He  and  others  have  given  me  thoroughly  to  understand  that 
there  Is  a  very  bitter  feeling  here  against  Senator  Beveridge,  La  FoUette,  and 
other  Senators  who  are  advocating  a  tariff  commission,  and  for  that  reason 
he  feels  that  it  will  be  absolutely  necessary  to  do  a  few  days*  good  work  here 
as  soon  as  we  possibly  can,  to  try  and  offset  the  impression  that  Beveridge, 
La  FoUette,  Cummins,  and  others  are  fathering  our  tariff-conmiission  bill. 

So  I  fully  agree  with  Mr.  Watson. 

No.  2807  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  In  all  cases  the 
letters  beginning  "  Dear  Ferdinand,"  without  any  further  identifica- 
tion may  be  regarded  as  Schwedtman  letters.  Is  there  anything 
m  that  you  want  to  read,  ^ntlemen  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  in  regard  to  mineral  water,  and  about 
seeing  Cardinal  Gibbons. 

Senator  Rraa>.  No.  2808  is  also 

The  Chairman.  No.  2808  is  about  speakers. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  part  of  No.  2807 : 

My  Dear  Ferdinand  :  I  know  I  wrote  you  in  a  former  letter  that  the  balance 
of  the  mineral  water  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  sent  here  to  be  analyzed  had  arrived 
in  this  office.  After  persistent  efforts,  I  write  to-day  to  say  that  we  have 
succeeded  in  having  the  Government  experts  make  an  analyzation  of  the  water. 
I  was  given  a  tip  some  time  ago  that  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate  and 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  House  purchase  mineral  waters  for  the  use  of  the 
National  Capitol,  and  that  any  water  that  they  would  recommend  to  be 
analysed  by  the  Agricultural  Department  would  be  promptly  given  attention  to. 

I  visited  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  D.  M.  Riinsdell,  to-day, 
along  with  Mr.  Sherman's  secretary.  Mr.  Devendorf,  and  Mr.  Ransdell  stated 
that  he  would  take  hold  of  the  matter  at  once  and  have  the  water  analyzed. 
He  Inquired  if  I  had  several  different  samples  of  the  water,  which  I  assured 
him  I  had,  so  I  am  sure  now  that  we  are  on  the  road  to  get  the  analyzation 
that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  requires. 
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What  was  this  water  that  this  association  wanted  to  have  analyzed? 

Mr.  MuL&ALL.  The  water  of  some  spring  down  in  Texas  where 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  visited,  and  he  wanted  the  water  analyzed  to  see 
what  chemicals  and  such  like  was  in  it. 

'  Senator  Reed.  It  occurred  to  you  that  the  association  ought  to 
do  that  through  the  Government,  or  it  occurred  to  him  or  somebody 
else! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  occurred  to  him. 

Senator  Nei^son.  He  was  not  trying  to  palm  off  the  water  on  the 
Oovernment? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  do  not  believe  he  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  there  was  no  scheme  of  that  kind? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   No. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  get  Cardinal  Gibbons  and  Ambassador 
Bryce  to  go  on  the  lecture  course  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  I  saw  the  Cardinal  on  that  mis- 
sion. I  would  like  to  have  that  letter  read.  I  saw  the  Cardinal  only 
once. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  not  important. 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Keed.  Here  is  a  letter  of  Jime  16,  1909,  which  is  printed 
but  not  numbered.  It  should  be  numbered,  and  I  will  number  it 
2808-A. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  No.  2809  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Samuel  Mundheim? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  interesting,  and  I  think  that  it  should 
be  read.    It  is  as  follows : 

(2809.) 

Juira  17,  1909. 
Mr.  Samuel  Mundheim, 

President  Manufacturing  Hofttera'  Association, 

No,  1  Carlton  Avenue,  Brooklyn,  Jf.  T. 

My  Deab  Mb.  Mundheim  :  I  left  New  York  for  this  city  Tuesday  afternoon, 
and  before  leaving  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Berg  in  relation  to  the 
Danbury  situation,  and  he  inquired  about  who  our  attorneys  were  over  in 
Washington  outside  of  Mr.  Emery.  I  assured  Mr.  Berg  that  we  were  in  daily 
touch  with  some  of  the  biggset  lawyers  there  are  in  the  country,  and  when  I 
came  here  Wednesday  morning  I  had  a  long  Interview  with  tlie  Hon.  James  EL 
Watson,  who  has  beeen  a  Member  of  the  House  here  for  12  years  and  was 
the  Republican  candidate  for  governor  of  Indiana  last  year.  Mr.  Watson  is 
one  of  the  best  constitutional  and  criminal  lawyers  that  there  is  in  the  United 
States.    This  has  been  conceded  by  many  of  the  brightest  lawyers  in  Oongresa 

When  I  met  Mr.  Watson  I  told  him  about  my  interview  with  Mr.  Berg 
and  your  people  desiring  an  attorney  who  was  big  enough  to  handle  your  case 
against  the  Danbury  manufacturers.  Watson  and  I  fully  went  over  the  sitoa- 
tion  from  the  start  to  the  finish,  and  he  stated  that  he  would  be  very  pleased 
to  act  for  you  people  if  you  wished  It.  He  is  very  close  to  the  leaders  of  our 
association — Mr.  Van  Cleave,  Parry,  and  the  rest — and  through  the  influence 
these  people  would  have  on  Mr.  Watson  I  feel  that  he  is  just  the  man  that 
you  ought  to  employ  if  you  take  action  against  those  people  who  have  broken 
their  agreements  and  forfeited  their  bonds  In  relation  to  the  Danbury  situation. 

Senator  Reed.  Are  you  not  going  to  read  the  rest  of  it? 
Senator  WAiiSH.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 
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Senator  Seed.  I  think  that  also  ought  to  be  read,  and  I  will  read 
the  f oUowing  part  of  it : 

If  you  wish  to  come  oyer  here,  I  wiU  hare  Mr.  Watson  meet  you,  or,  if  you 
suggest  it,  I  will  ask  Mr.  Watson  to  come  to  New  York  and  see  you,  which  I 
think  he  would  do. 

I  expect  to  be  tied  up  here  for  the  balance  of  this  week  and  all  of  next  week, 
as  Mr.  Kirby,  our  new  president,  and  several  members  of  our  executlTe  board 
will  be  in  Washington  nearly  all  of  next  week,  and  that  will  hold  me  here 
until  they  leave  town  again.  Mr.  Watson  will  be  engaged  with  those  gentlemen 
also,  as  he  is  acting  for  us  as  an  attorney  at  the  present  time  during  the  extra 
session  of  Congress. 

No.  2810  is  omitted  because  it  is  a  personal  letter. 

No.  2811  is  signed  "  Wm.  C'  It  is  addressed  "  Dear  Colonel." 
From  whom  is  that  letter? 

Mr.  MUI4HALL  (after  examination).  It  is  from  William  Carson,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Rebd.  No.  2812  is  another  ^'  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter. 

Senator  Waush.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it : 

I  also  had  a  very  successful  meeting  with  Mr.  Watson  in  relation  to  the 
committees  that  are  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker,  and  I  Impressed  upon 
him  the  Importance  of  haying  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the  eight-hour 
committee  fixed  our  way  as  soon  as  he  possibly  could.  I  told  Mr.  Watson  I 
would  lilse  to  have  him  see  the  Speaker  at  once  and  let  us  Imow  if  he  would  put 
the  Members  on  those  committees  that  we  wished  to  have  placed  there.  Mr. 
Watson  assured  me  he  would  do  this  the  first  thing  to-morrow  morning,  and 
I  suggested  that  I  would  have  other  leaders  of  the  House  call  on  the  Speaker, 
but  he  told  me  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  do  this,  as  he  was  sure  the  Speaker 
would  do  it  for  him;  so  I  feel  that  this  will  close  that  phase  of  our  work  for 
this  sesedon. 

r 

Senator  Rked.  Is  2818  a  copy  of  a  telegram  that  you  received 
from  Mr.  Miles? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2814  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mui^ALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2816  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Kirby 
telling  you  it  is  necessary  to  be  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel  at  a  cer- 
tain time? 

Mr.  MuLHAiji  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2816  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHAUi  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  sentence  from  that  letter : 

Mr.  Bmery  mapped  out  a  lot  of  work  before  he  left  here,  and  this  I  am  now 
engaged  on,  along  with  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2817  is  a  duplicate  of  2815. 

No.  2818  is  a  letter  written  to  you  by  Fred  Berg,  jr.,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHAUi  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  that  letter  is  of  no  consequence. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2819  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to 

Mr.  Berg? 
Mr.  MuuEiALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads  as  follows: 

Impossible  to  leave  here  at  present  Have  written  Mr.  Mundheim  and  re- 
ceived no  answer.    Will  write  you  fully  to-morrow. 
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Before  I  left  Washington  I  did  what  I  could  with  Uncle  Joe  to  pet  him  to 
name  Davy  Coudery  on  the  Committee  on  Kivers  and  Harbors.  I  do  not  think 
he  will  do  it,  if  he  does  not  it  will  not  he  any  fault  of  mine,  as  I  most  earnestly 
recommended  him.  I  did  this  on  your  accoimf,  because  you  wanted  it  done,  and 
I  told  the  Si)eaker  you  were  interested  in  C<uidery.  I  therefore  tried  to 
impress  on  him  that  Coudery  should  succeed  P^llis  on  that  committee. 
.  I  suggest  that  you  get  Coudery  to  get  Bartholdt  to  go  with  him  jiersonally  to 

the  S| leaker  and  ask  for  this  apiHuntment.     That  will  help. 

I  will  write  to  the  Si)eaker  at  once,  etc. 

No.  2974  is  another  letter  from  James  E.  Watson,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mi'LHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 
Senator  Wai^h.  There  is  one  little  paragraph  I  will  read : 

I  do  not  think  that  either  Mr.  Miller  or  Mr.  Towne  will  be  willing  to  pay  me 
anything  for  what  I  did  in  Washington.  We  did  not  succeed  in  the  thing  that 
was  closest  their  heart,  and  I  am  satisfied  that  they  are  so  cranky  with  resi)ect 
to  it  that  they  will  not  concede  me  even  a  little  credit  for  having  had  anything 
at  all  to  do  with  it. 

It  is  quite  true  that  this  whole  thing  was  in  fine  shat)e  until  Taft  made  his 
free-trade  speech,  which  rubbe<i  the  hair  of  the  old-time  protectionists  the 
wrong  way,  but  Mr.  Miles  exi)ected  me  to  control  the  Speaker  and  all 
the  old-time  fellows  regardless  of  these  conditions,  and  of  course  I  could  not 
make  good. 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  That  was  about  the  $10,000,  Senator. 
Senator  Walsh.  Then  it  savs : 

Of  course,  a  fee  would  be  wonderfully  beneficial  just  at  this  particular  time, 
and  very  thankfully  received,  but  I  see  no  chances  In  that  direction. 

Should  not  that  be  Mr.  "  Miles  '^  instead  of  Mr.  "  Miller ''« 
Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes ;  "  Miles." 

Senator  Walsh.  And  it  should  be  Mr.  "  Tompkins "  instead  of 
Mr.  "  Towne  "  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  paragraph : 

Your  letter  made  me  feel  good  because  of  what  you  said  res[)ectlng  the  hatter 
people.  It  now  looks  as  though  you  had  succeeded  In  getting  tliem  In  my 
w^agon,  or  getting  me  in  their  wagon,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  In  any  event 
neither  you  nor  them  shall  be  disappointed  by  the  service  rendered  or  the 
\  result  reached. 

What  did  that  refer  to? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  On  this  Bird  job,  for  the  swinging  of  the  one  branch 
of  the  manufacturing  hatters,  for  breaking  up  the  contract. 

The  Chairman.  No.  2975  and  No.  2976  need  not  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2976  is  a  Schwedtman  letter  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2977  is  another  Schwedtman  letter  to  you. 

Mr.  MuLHALi^.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  important  in  it. 

No.  2980  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  seems  to  be  about  school  and  college  work. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  by  George  Curtis  Peck  to  Schwedt- 
man.   There  is  nothing  important  in  it. 

I  think  that  No.  2981  is  also  unimportant. 

No.  2982  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  important  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant. 

No.  2983  is  unimportant. 


\ 
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No.  2984  is  addressed  to  James  E.  Watson,  and  is  signed  "  H.  E. 
Miles,"  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  a  few  things  in  there  that  are  inter- 
esting.    ( Beading : ) 

My  Dear  Mr.  Watson  :  I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  letters  of  August 
3rd  and  4th.  As  the  latter  is  in  answer  to  a  request  from  me  for  a  sort  of 
semiofficial  report  to  the  members  of  the  executive  committee,  I  shall  under- 
stand I  may  lay  it  before  the  committee  at  its  next  meeting,  or  quote  it  to 
such  members  of  the  committee  as  Messrs.  Towne,  Kirby,  Van  Cleave,  and 
Cobb,  whom  you  have  met  and  to  whom  you  would  speak  with  equal  frank- 
ness, liikewise  as  to  letter  of  August  3rd,  which  is  directly  in  line  with  the 
one  of  the  4th. 

If  for  any  reason  you  object  to  my  giving  the  committee  this  advice  as  your 
final  word  in  the  matter  please  write  me  within  a  few  days,  as  I  shall  make  no 
communication  to  them  for  Fome  days  on  that  subject.  I  believe  y<»ur  statement 
is  right,  broad,  and  helpful,  and  will  be  so  accepted  by  each  member  of  the 
committee  and  only  add  to  their  appreciation  of  your  Judgment  and  yourself. 

As  I  am  writing  you  I  will  say  a  word  with  the  utmost  good  fellowship  con- 
cerning a  couple  of  letters  which,  without  by  knowledge,  went  to  President 
Kirby  from  the  Washington  office  and  In  such  a  way  as  caused  them  to  be  much 
misunderstood. 

One  of  them  was  a  duplicate  of  a  letter  I  sent  Mr.  J.  Ogden  Armour.  Chicago, 
asking  him  for  a  subscription  of  $100.00.  The  letter  was  marked  "confidential." 
The  original  read  well  enough  so  that  I  changed  Just  a  few  words  and  sent 
it  to  about  seven  other  people,  all  intimate  friends  of  the  movement  who  have 
done  as  much  for  it  as  any  of  us,  Mr.  Armour,  for  Instance,  having  favored  it 
and  spent  thousands  of  dollars  for  it  during  a  iieriod  of  at  least  tea  years  back. 
These  seven  or  eight  letters  brought  in  about  $750.00.  They  were  as  strictly 
confidential  as  could  be  and  private.  There  was  not  an  objectionable  clause 
in  them  from  any  business  standpoint,  but  some  one  thought  when  you  saw  it 
you  objected  to  the  sentence  *'  We  have  most  intimate  ways  of  finding  this  out." 
This  Is  only  a  paraphrase  of  the  old-time  phrase  "  We  know  what  we  are  talk- 
ing about."  It  has  no  more  reference  to  yourself  than  to  a  humming  bird. 
Without  speaking  other  than  commendably  of  the  assistance  you  rendered  us, 
the  clause  would  have  been  Just  as  broad  if  you  had  not  helped  us  at  all,  for 
we  had  all  the  time  other  avenues  of  information  quite  as  intimate. 

This  being  a  personal  letter,  it,  of  course,  never  occurred  to  me  to  show  It 
to  anybody.     It  Is  absolutely  foreign  to  your  Interests  or  that  of  anyone. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  the  rest  of  it  is  important. 

Senator  Walsh.  No  ;  I  think  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  will  save  time  not  to  read  it. 

The  Chairman.  No.  2987  relates  to  the  testing  of  the  mineral 
water. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  something  in  the  previous  letter,  No.  2984, 
about  Speaker  Cannon  being  angry  about  a  letter  which  asked  for 
$25,000,  an  old  letter  about  which  he  got  angry,  until  he  was  told  a 
thing  or  two,  "when  you  and  he  laughed  about  it,  as  you  will 
remember." 

No.  2987  is  another  Schwedtman  letter. 

No.  2988  is  a  letter  from  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  another  one  of  no  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2988  is  a  letter  from  Emery  to  Mulhall,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  It  says : 

I  bad  a  long  talk  with  Judge  Spear  on  the  Loudenslager  situation,  and  he 
assures  me  that  he  can  put  nie  in  touch  with  the  people  who  will  bring  that 
gentleman  to  my  terms.    I  shall  be  in  Dayton  between  the  fifth  and  eighth  of 
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September  and  shall  settle  the  details  of  this  matter  with  the  Judge  at  that 
time.    You  will,  of  course,  be  fully  informed  of  it  before  any  steps  are  talcen. 

Talce  good  care  of  yourself  for  the  sake  of  your  friends,  if  not  for  the  lady 
at  home. 

Is  that  an  original  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2989  is  a  letter  from  Thomas  Farrell,  and  is 
unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  So  is  No.  2990. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2990  is  another  one  on  the  same  matter. 

No.  2991  is  omitted  as  personal.  Then  here  is  an  unnumbered 
envelope. 

The.  Chairman.  There  is  nothing  in  it 

Senator  Reed.  It  appears  to  go  with  No.  2992.  Is  No.  2992  a  letter 
which  you  got  from  Watson  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALX.  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  have  written  you  several  anxious  letters,  but  up  to  this  time  have  had  no 
response  whatever.  This  silence  is  not  satisfactory  to  me,  and  I  wish  you 
would  w^rite  me  at  once  and  let  me  know  how  you  are  getting  on.  Do  not  hesi- 
tate to  do  this  for  I  am  very  anxious. 

Sincerely,  yours,  James  E.  Watson. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  Mr.  Watson  anxious  about? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  very  ill  at  that  time.  He  wanted  me  to  get 
on  my  feet  again. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2993  is  a  "Confidential  Bulletin  of  Labor 
News,"  signed  by  Marshall  Gushing.  Is  that  something  he  had  been 
getting  out  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  those  are  the  reports  he  sent  out  to  his  organ- 
ization, the  National  Metal  Trades. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  after  he  had  left  your  organization! 

Mr.  MuLHALX..  Yes.  He  was  with  this  other  organization  here  in 
Washington. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2994,  No.  2995,  No.  2996,  and  No.  2997  are 
duplicates  of  previous  numbers,  and  are  indicated  in  the  record. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  the  same  circular  was  sent  out  to  dif- 
ferent people. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  should  like  to  explain  those  circulars  of  Mr. 
Cushing's,  because  maybe  they  would  give  the  impression  to  the  pub- 
lic press  that  they  were  active  in  behalf  of  this  organization,  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  when  this  organization  did 
not  send  them  out.  By  "  this  organization ''  I  mean  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  2998  is  another  of  these  confidential  bull^ins 
of  Mr.  Cushing's  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.     Is  it  not  the  same  as  2993  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No;  it  is  different. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  little  different. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  2999-3007  and*3008  are  duplicates  of  No. 
2998,  and  are  not  printed. 

That  brings  us  up  to  3009. 

The  Chairman.  We  have  passed  the  3000  mark,  and  it  is  6  o'clock, 
and  we  will  adjourn  until  to-morrow  morning. 

(At  5  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  to-morrow, 
Wednesday,  July  23, 1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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WBDNBSDAY,  JULY  d8,  1918. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judioiaey, 

United  States  Senate, 

WashinffUm,  D.  0. 
The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  and  Walsh. 
The  Chaibman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  will  take  the  stand. 

TESTDEOVT  OF  MABTDT  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Besomed. 

Senator  Reed.  Before  I  take  up  any  other  matter,  here  is  a  tele* 

Sam,  dated  September  5,  1907,  from  C.  E.  littlefield  to  Martin 
ulhall,  which  has  not  been  printed.     I  hand  it  to  the  witness  and 
ask  him  if  he  received  that  telegram  from  Mr.  Littlefield. 

I  surest  that  it  be  marked  and  given  an  exhibit  number  in  accord- 
ance  with  its  date. 

(The  telegram  referred  to  was  marked  867-A.) 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it  to  the  committee.    It  is  as  follows: 

(867-A.) 

Rockland,  Me.,  Sept.  5, 1907. 
Mabtin  Mulhall, 

DewiU  Efmu,  Levriston,  Me.:  • 

Please  be  sure  to  be  here  Saturday  morning  next. 

G.  E.  Lm^BFIELD. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  a  document  which  appears  to  be  in  the 
form  of  a  circular  letter,  dated  July  13,  1909.  1  hand  this  to  the 
witness  and  ask  him  if  it  is  a  copy  of  a  certain  letter  sent  out  by  the 
executive  committee  of  the  tarin  commission. 

Mr.  Mxtlhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  ask  that  that  be  marked  as  an  exhibit. 

(The  paper  referred  to  was  marked  ^'2877-A.^') 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  to  the  committee.  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  read.     It  is  as  foUo.ws: 

(2877-A.) 

Tariff  Commission, 

Washington  J  D.  C. 

important — READ  AND  ACT  QUICKLY. 

The  proposition  for  the  creation  of  a  permanent  tariff  commission  or  board,  as  con- 
tained in  the  Aldrich  amendment  to  tne  tariff  bill,  is  now  in  a  critical  stage.  The 
active  cooperation  of  all  persons  and  organizations  interested  in  this  matter  is  needed 
now. 

The  proposition  has  been  passed  by  the  Senate,  but  was  not  contained  in  the  House 
bill.  It  is  therefore  before  the  conference  committee  solely  as  a  Senate  proposition, 
and  there  is  strong  opposition  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  members  of  the  conference 
committee,  particularly  from  the  House. 

Your  action  and  immediate  assistance  is  therefore  requested  as  follows: 

1.  Telegraph  and  write  at  once  to  as  many  Representatives  and  Senators  as  you  can 
reach,  particularly  your  own,  strongly  requesting  them  personally  to  urge  upon  the 
members  of  the  conference  committee  and  Speaker  Cannon  the  necessity  of  and  the 
demand  for  the  adoption  of  die  proposition  for  the  creation  of  a  tariff  commission  or 
board  as  contained  m  the  Aldricn  amendment,  without  emasculation. 

2.  Write  to  President  Taft  asking  him  to  urge  upon  the  members  of  the  conference 
committee  and  upon  Speaker  Cannon  the  adoption  of  the  Aldrich  tariff  commission 
proposition. 
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3.  Get  as  many  individual  business  persons,  firms,  and  corporations  as  possible  to 
do  the  same,  immediately. 

4.  Send  at  once,  if  possible,  one  or  more  delegates  to  Washington  to  take  the  matter 
up  personally  with  the  Members  of  Congress. 

President  Taft  desires  this  commission.    The  Senate  has  adopted  it.    Its  fate  rests 
with  the  members  of  the  conference  committee  and  with  the  House  of  RepresentatiTes. 
This  is  the  crucial  moment  and  the  time  to  act  is  now. 
Respectfully, 

ExBcunvE  CoMMrrrBB  of  ths 

General  CoMMrrrBE  of  One  Hundred, 
By  — ^—  ,  Chairman. 

Washinqton,  D.  C,  July  13, 1909. 

This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  general 
committee  of  one  hundred  for  a  tariff  commission,  ^^representmg  234 
organizations"  as  stated  on  the  letterhead. 

Air.  MuLHALL.  I  wanted  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  where 
the  headquarters  of  that  commission  was,  was  in  Mr.  Emery's  office, 
as  you  wul  see  by  the  heading  of  that  circular,  and  the  headquarters 
of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  the  Washington  office  is  610  Union  Trust 
Building,  as  shown  on  this  letterheM,  whatever  that  place  id« 

Mr.  MiiLHALL.  That  is  one  of  the  rooms  that  Mr.  Emery  occupied 
at  that  time  in  the  Union  Trust  Building. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  2877-B,  which  appears  to  be 
undated,  and  I  will  ask  you  if  that  is  another  form  of  letter  which 
was  sent  out  by  the  executive  committee  of  this  tariff  commission? 

Mr.  MuLflALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  follows: 

Dear  Sir:  As  stated  in  our  general  letter  just  sent  you,  the  Aldrich  provision  for 
a  tariff  commission  or  board  is  in  a  critical  condition.  The  most  effective  assistance 
you  can  render  is  needed  AT  ONCE. 

Located  as  you  are  within  reasonable  distance,  we  earnestly  uive  your  oiganisation 
to  send  to  Washington  as  many  delates  as  possible,  AT  LEAST  ONE,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  makine  known  to  your  own  Kepresentative  and  to  as  man^  others  as  you  can 
reach,  as  well  as  to  Speaker  Cannon,  the  demand  for  the  adoption  of  the  Aldrich 
provision.  This  action  should  supplem^it,  not  supeiBede,  the  requests  made  in 
our  general  letter. 

This  should  be  done  AT  ONCE.  Kindly  advise  us  at  the  Washington  addresa  on 
this  letterheeui,  giving  the  names  of  vour  del^ates  and  stating  just  when  they  will 
arrive  in  Washington.  With  the  fullest  cooperation  of  the  oi^^nizations  interested, 
including  your  own,  we  feel  that  success  wul  be  assurred;  without  it  the  matter  is 
in  doubt. 

The  President  wants  it;  the  Senate  grants  it;  the  people  demand  it;  it  is  now  up 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  and  its  conferees.  It  is  up  to  you  and  to  us  to  make 
the  demand  of  the  people  known  to  the  House. 

The  chaiiman  of  our  committee  is  stopping  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel.  He,  together 
with  other  members  of  the  committee,  wifl  meet  your  delegate  and  give  all  assist- 
ance possible.  The  office  of  the  committee  is  at  Room  610,  Union  Trust  Co.  Building, 
15th  and  H  Streets;  telephone  number,  Main  6945. 

ACTION  TO  BE  EFFECTIVE  MUST  BE  IMMEDIATE. 
Yours  respectfully, 

Executive  CoMMnrEE  of  the  CoHMnrBB  of  One  Hundred, 
By ,  Chairman, 

It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  **  Executive  committee  of  the  general 
committee  of  100  for  a  Tariff  Commission."  The  Washington  office 
is  610  Union  Trust  Building. 

We  stopped  last  night  at  No.  3009.  I  suggest  to  the  conmiittee 
tJiat  it  is  unnecessary  at  this  time  to  identify  lettere  which  are  of  but 
little  importance,  but  I  want  to  ask  a  general  question  of  Col.  Mulhall. 
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You  have  turned  over  to  this  committee  various  letters  purporting 
to  be  copies  of  letters  sent  to  various  parties  by  you  and  letters 
received  from  various  parties  by  you,  which  have  been  printed.  In 
all  instances  where  these  purported  copies  appear  in  the  files  which 

Sou  turned  over  to  the  committee,  were  the  originals  actually  sent 
y  vou  to  the  parties  indicated  upon  the  copy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Rued.  And  in  all  instances  where  there  is  a  letter  here 
purporting  to  have  come  from  an  individual  and  bearing  lus  signature, 
was  the  letter  received  by  you  from  that  individual  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Rbed.  With  that  much  of  identification  we  may  pass  to 
the  important  letters,  introducing  the  others  without  reading  them. 

No.  3009  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Mr.  Emsby.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I  would  like  to  have 
the  Senator  make  his  question  broad  enough  to  cover  letters  written 
between  third  persons,  manv  of  which  appear  here.  The  Senator 
will  see  the  si^iificance  of  tnat  later,  when  we  come  to  that  other 
correspondence. 

Senator  Reed.  If  I  come  to  such  a  letter,  I  will  ask  the  question. 

Letter  3011, 3012  is  addressed  '^ Dear  William,"  and  signed  'Tom," 
being  another  one  of  the  Farrell  letters. 

Is  rlo.  3013  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  James  E.  Watson  I 

Mr,  MuLHALL  (i^er  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  not  very  important,  but  I  will  read  this  much 
of  it: 

Your  many  kind  favors  had  not  been  received  by  me  until  yesterday,  when  I 
returned  to  my  home. 

I  had  been  sick  all  through  this  month,  as  I  was  compelled  to  undergo  a  alight 
surreal  operation.  I  expect  to  be  able  to  reach  New  York  next  week  and  I  will 
write  you  fully  what  the  situation  is  there.  There  are  many  things  that  I  should 
like  to  confer  with  you  about,  for  numerous  things  have  taken  place  since  I  saw  you 
last  that  I  can  not  very  well  put  on  paper.  I  expect  to  go  West  about  the  fore  part 
of  next  month,  to  Chicago ,  and  I  shall  try  to  run  over  to  see  you  if  }rou  will  be  at 
home.  Pleaw  answer  this  and  let  me  know  if  you  will  be  in  Rushville  about  the 
5th  or  6ih  of  September;  and  if  so,  I  will  do  my  best  to  reach  you. 

HopiDff  that  you  found  everybody  well  at  home  and  things  are  going  pleasantly 
for  you,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever. 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

No.  3014,  3015  is  another  **Dear  Ferdinftnd"  letter,  and  I  think  is 
unimportant. 
Is  No.  3016  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  wiD  read  this  much  of  tjiat  letter: 

You  will  please  find  enclosed  with  this  letter  a  letter  that  was  enclosed  to  me  by 
Mr.  Watson.  As  he  wished  me  to  show  it  to  you  and  Mr.  Emery  I  shall  do  so.  If 
you  wish  to  make  a  copy  of  it  I  would  like  for  you  to  return  me  the  original,  after 
you  look  it  over.  I  shall  make  no  comments  upon  the  letter  at  present,  out  I  hope 
to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon,  as  soon  as  I  am  able  to  reach  you,  for  there 
are  many  things  that  I  am  extremely  anxious  bo  talk  to  you  about. 

You  will  please  find  enclosed  copy  of  letter  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Emery  to-day, 
to  give  you  an  idea  of  what  the  outcome  was  in  regard  to  the  appointments  on  the 
committees. 

No.  3017  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3018  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Littlepage,  and  is  unimportant. 
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Is  No.  3019  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

My  Dbab  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  the  20th  instant  is  duly  received,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  know  that  you  are  feeling  more  like  yourself,  and  hope  that  during  tiiis 
vacation  you  will  get  relief  from  the  trouble  that  has  been  such  a  constant  companion 
to  you. 

I  am  retiuning  the  letter  forwarded,  and  do  not  think  it  wise  to  write  anything  in 
reference  to  this  matter.  We  can  discuss  it  the  first  time  you  are  at  the  oflfice.  I  luive 
had  the  opportunity  of  making  a  copy  of  it,  as  I  feel  it  would  be  well  to  have  such 
documents  as  this  on  file  here. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  letter  was  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  it  was  a  letter  that  was  sent  to  me  in  rela- 
tion to  having  ]Vfr.  Miles  removed  out  of  Washington.  Mr.  Miles  at 
that  time  became  very  obnoxious  to  the  Speaker,  and  the  Speaker 
even  threatened  he  would  take  the  floor  and  denounce  Mr.  Miles  on 
account  of  the  circulars  he  was  sending  out. 

Mr.  Emery.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  would  like  to  have  the  date  of  that 
letter. 

The  Chairman.  August  24,  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3019,  the  letter  which  referred  to  this  letter,  is 
dated  August  24.     I  have  not  the  date  of  the  letter  that  was  inclosed. 

N6.  3020  is  a  Schwedtman  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  is  unim- 
portant. 

No.  3021  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand ''  letter,  and  I  read  this  part 
of  that: 

I  sent  you  on  the  25th  fifty  (50)  copies  of  the  indexed  tariff  law  in  a  small  mail  bag. 
Will  you  please  let  me  know  if  you  received  them  when  you  answer  this  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  you  ought  to  read  the  next  preceding 
paragraph. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well,  I  will  read  that: 

I  expect  to  be  back  in  the  field  next  week  and  will  report  to  the  New  York  office 
on  Monday  or  Tuesday  next.  There  was  a  very  strenuous  campaign  on  in  Maiyland 
and  I  have  been  passing  a  part  of  my  vacation  by  participating  in  tnat  fight.  I  Know 
that  I  wrote  you  some  time  ago  that  we  put  Mr.  Perrie  down  and  out  in  tluit  State,  and 
he  had  less  to  say  at  the  convention  that  was  held  in  Baltimore  last  Tuesday  than  ever 
before.  He  was  classed  as  a  back  number.  This,  I  feel,  ^11  be  good  news  to  our 
people  all  over  the  country,  and  I  feel  that  this  last  effort  will  finish  this  statesman  for 
all  time  to  come. 

The  Chairman.  Whose  frank  did  you  use  in  sending  out  this  tariff 
literature  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  We  used  several  franks.  We  used  Mr.  McDermott's 
and  Mr.  Fairchild^s,  and  Mr.  Gardner's,  as  a  rule. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  use  Mr.  McDermott's  in  1909,  did 
you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  I  did.     Here  is  a  letter  which  I  received 

Senator  Walsh.  We  will  reach  that  in  due  course. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  a  later  letter  there  about  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  went  to  Chicago  and  went  to  Mr.  McDermott's 
district,  and  after  I  came  back  I  had  an  introduction  to  him,  and  from 
that  time  was  extremely  friendly. 

Senator  Walsh.  When  did  you  go  to  his  district  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  tell  you  in  a  moment.  [Producing  letter.] 
Here  is  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  on  September  18,  1909. 
I  went  to  his  district  in  September. 
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Senator  Reed.  We  are  not  yet  at  that  date,  and  I  will  thank  you 
to  let  me  take  that  letter,  and  we  can  put  it  in  in  its  proper  place. 
No.  3023  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  little  portion  of  that: 

I  am  anxioufi  to  know  if  you  received  the  sixty-odd  copies  of  the  new  tariff  law  that 
I  sent  you  some  time  ago  by  mail. 

No.  3024  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3025  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Littlepage,  and  is  unimportant. 
3026-3030  is  a  duplicate  of  2996. 
3031,  3032  is  to  Mr.  Van  Clei^ve,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3033  is  from  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3034  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Booth  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  and  is  unim- 
portant. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  should  be  read. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    It  is  as  follows: 

(3034.) 

Balto.,  Sept.,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  624  Oak  Ave. 

Mt  Deab  Colonel:  The  boys  and  mvself  enjoyed  ounelves  very  much  at  your 
home.  The  only  thine  that  diaturbed  tne  pleasure  of  the  evening  was  some  of  the 
remarks  made  by  Mr.  Bird  in  his  address.  The  boys  discussed  it  very  freely,  and  not 
in  a  very  friendly  way,  either,  on  the  way  home.  I  tell  you  very  frankly  I  had  to 
use  quite  a  lot  of  diplomacy  to  keep  things  straight  for  tne  candidates  present.  I 
suppose  Mr.  Bird  did  not  quite  imaerstand  the  company.  You  are  certainly  well 
enough  acquainted  with  us  to  know  while  we  are  union  men  we  are  not  '^bruisers." 
I  think  it  was  very  bad  jud^ent  and  not  a  bit  diplomatic  for  Mr.  Bird  to  tell  to  the 
public  that  he  or  his  association  is  only  interest^  in  the  election  of  congressional 
candidates  who  favor  his  association  in  making  laws.  We  feel  Mr.  Bird's  address, 
will  not  injure  Mr.  Carson  or  Mr.  Hanson,  but  I  am  very  ^lad  he  will  not  take  the 
stump  for  them  until  he  gets  a  little  more  political  experience  (which  he  said  he 
had  not). 

Had  Mr.  Bird  made  a  speech  of  that  kind  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  meeting  at  my  home  in  Baltimore  of 
22  prominent  labor  workers,  and  Bird  came  over  especially  to  find 
out  who  those  men  were.  He  brought  a  check  of  S200  that  he  turned 
over  to  Mr.  Carson.  That  is  the  incident  I  stated  yesterday.  When 
he  got  there  he  insisted  on  making  a  speech,  he  felt  so  good  over  the 
company  that  he  found  himself  in,  ana  he  made  a  speech  wherem  he 
stated  that  when  he  was  running  a  shop  he  had  a  strike  on,  and  that 
he  knocked  down  the  principal  striker  with  his  fist  onto  a  pUe  of  iron, 
and  knocked  him  out.  That  was  the  tenor  of  his  speech;  and  when 
the  party  broke  up  and  he  left,  he  was  roundly  denounced  by  every 
man  that  was  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Colonel,  we  want  to  be  brief.  That  is  very  remote 
from  this.     I  merely  wanted  a  word  of  explanation. 

No.  3036  is  a  letter  from  Van  Cleave.  It  is  utterly  unimportant 
here.     It  is  about  that  mineral  water. 

No.  3036  is  a  portion  of  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  Philip  Bird  ? 
I  have  never  been  able  to  find  the  rest  of  this  letter.  I  will  ask  you 
to  identify  the  part  which  is  there. 

Mr.  MjJLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  send  to  Bird  a  letter  of  which  that  is  one 
of  the  carbon  sheets  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  should  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads  as  follows: 

(3036.) 
Confidential.]  September  2,  1910. 

Hon.  J.  Philip  Bird, 

Kennedy  Cottage  No.  7,  North  J^lymouthy  Mass. 

Mr  Dear  Bird:  For  the  last  few  days  I  have  been  in  Maasachusetts  and  I  had  a 
meeting  with  Senators  Crane  and  Lodge  and  Chairman  Hatfield  of  the  State  com- 
mittee. I  have  also  been  in  dailv  touch  with  Mr.  Cox,  Mr.  Coppins,  and  other  leaders 
of  our  association.  I  feel  that  I  have  made  splendid  headway  m  and  around  Boston. 
We  will  have  a  meeting  of  manufacturers  in  Boston  next  Thursday  and  Mr.  Coppins 
assures  me  that  he  will  make  this  meetii^  a  success. 

I  have  returned  here  to  Hughes's  district  to-day  to  attend  a  meeting  to-ni^t  in 
Paterson.    We  have  met  with  considerable  success  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  distnct. 

I  have  been  able  to  put  a  very  active  Socialist  in  the  field  by  the  name  of  Frank 
Hubschmitt  for  Congress  against  Hughes,  who  will  break  into  the  ranks  of  the  Hu^ea 
organization  and  wiU  take  at  least  a  thousand  votes  from  Hughes.  Hubschmitt  is  a 
particular  friend  of  mine  and  I  feel  that  this  is  one  of  the  best  pieces  of  politics  I  have 
played  this  summer. 

I  have  had  several  interviews  with  Mr.  McCleave,  the  candidate  that  we  are  trying  to 
get  the  nomination  for,  and  we  are  pushing  him  to  the  front  and  are  urging  him  to  be 
active.    With  a  little  good  work  I  feel  he  will  make  a  splendid  fight  this  fall. 

Please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  received  from  the  President 
to-day,  so  I  hope  you  will  be  in  eood  fighting  shape  (m  the  12th  to  visit  the  White 
House  at  Beverly  with  me.  I  womd  like  to  have  a  talk  with  you  on  this  matter  hebxe 
we  gOy  for  it  is  important  for  both  our  organization  and  the  Republican  oiganizatioiL 
that  there  be  no  publicity  given  to  the  matter. 

I  received  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  in  reply  to  one  I  sent  him  and  I  have  written  him 
a  short  report  concerning  the  situation. 

If  you  answer  this,  send  it  to  the 

There  the  letter  breaks  off.  There  is  a  reference  there  to  the  New 
Jersey  district.     We  have  heard  from  the  New  Jersey  district. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  dated  September  2,  1910. 

The  Chairman.  You  got  this  man  Hubschmitt  to  run  as  a 
Socialist  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  through  influences  brought  on  Hubschmitt. 
I  guess  he  was  in  the  field  anyhow. 

The*CHAiRMAN.  What  influences  did  you  bring  to  bear  to  get  Hub- 
schmitt to  run  as  a  Socialist  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  stated  heretofore,  which  I  would  like  to  explain 
a  little  further  that  Mr.  Bird  placed  into  my  hands  $3,000  of  the  funds 
of  what  he  called  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  That 
money,  when  it  was  placed  in  my  hands,  was  placed  with  the  under^ 
standing  that  there  was  to  be  no  accounting  given  of  it,  but  that 
money  I  was  particularly  instructed  to  use  if  I  possibly  could  to  get  a 
candidate  in  the  field  who  would  take  votes  away  from  Hughes. 
That  was  the  infhience.  Senator. 

The  Chairman.  How  much  did  you  pay  him,  if  anything? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did  not  pay  Hubschmitt  anything  direct.  It 
was  paid  toward  helping  along  his  meetings,  and  getting  people  to 
attend  his  meetings,  ana  contributing  on  the  outside  as  much  as  we 
possibly  could  to  make  his  campaign  a  success;  which  it  was  a  great 
success,  because  that  is  how  the  2,200  votes  was  taken  away  from 
Hughes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Hubschmitt  get  2,200  votes  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  got  more  than  that,  I  guess.  He  got  about 
4,000  votes  in  the  district. 
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Senator  Reed.  When  you  say  2,200  votes  were  taken  from  Hughes, 
what  do  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  In  Passaic  County  in  that  campaign  Hughes  lost 
2,200  votes,  or  a  little  over  2,200  votes,  in  his  own  county. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  beaten  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  Bergen  County  came  in  with  a  sweep.  He 
won  in  the  other  counties,  including  Bergen  County. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  letters  are  of  the  year  1909.  There  was 
no  Congressional  election  in  1909. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Those  letters  are  speaking  about  1910.  • 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  what  I  am  testifying  about,  the  Hughes 
campaign  in  1910.  They  were  preparing  for  tne  Hughes  campaign 
in  1909. 

That  letter  printed  here  is  clearly  out  of  placeu 

The  Chairman.  It^  is  marked  September  2,  1910. 

Senator  Walsh.  'Yes;  it  is  out  of  place. 

Senator  Reed.  That  ought  to  be  transferred  to  its  proper  plac0« 
The  colonel's  recollection  seems  to  be  accurate,  even  if  we  are  not. 

The  Chairman.  The  letter  is  all  right. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  I  gave  you  the  date  as  1909.    It  is  1910. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I.  had  ought  to  be  accurate,  Senator,  because  I  was 
put  in  that  campaign  not  lor  the  purpose  of  winning  out,  but  for  thQ 
purpose  of  puttmg  me  out.    I  was  put  in  the  campaign  for  the  pur« 

{)ose  of  putting  me  out.  I  had  a  long  interview  with  the  president 
ater 

Senator  Reed.  Do  not  let  us  get  into  that.  That  lies  a  mile 
ahead. 

Mr.  Mltlhall.  All  right,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3037  is  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  to 
this  association,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper) .  Yes. 

Mr.  Emery.  That  date  is  printed  here  as  September  2.  I  think 
you  gave  it  as  September  22. 

Senator  Reed.  1  gave  it  as  September  2. 

Is  No.  3038  a  telegram  you  received  from  James  E.  Watson  i 

Mr.  Mltlhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  this  item  in  that  account: 

Aug.  20.  Paid  to  the  messenger  of  Ways  and  Means  Committee  for  servLces  ren- 
dered; 15. 00. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  in  the  account  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes;  was  that  this  same  colored  man,  or  who  was 
that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  nearly  as  I  can  remember,  it  was  Mr.  Henry 
Neal. 

The  Chairman.  Is  he  a  messenger  or  a  doorkeeper  1 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  is  the  messenger  on  the  Speaker's  door. 

The  Chairman.  This  was  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  it  was  the  Ways  and  Means  Comm  ittee,  it  wag 
Mr.  Parker. 

Senator  Reed.  This  telegram  which  I  have  handed  you,  No.  3038, 
is  signed  ''James  F.  Watson.'' 
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Mr.  MxjLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Make  Labor  Day  speech  Terre  Haute,  Monday.  If  convenient  come  there;  if  not, 
meet  me  Indianapolis,  Monday  evening,  if  important. 

James  F.  Watson. 

Were  you  and  Watson  booming  the  Labor  Day  meetings  at  tha  t 
time  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Watson  was  booming  them,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  3039,  3040  is  a  letter  received  from  Watson,  is  it 
noti 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Rt78Hvn.LE,  Ind.,  September  S,  1909. 
CoL  M.  M.  MuLHALL,  Baltimore^  Md. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  reached  me  in  Michigan  at  Walloon  Lake,  to  which 
place  I  had  taken  my  family  for  a  few  weeks.  I  have  just  returned  here  and  have 
wired  you  that  I  am  to  make  a  Labor  Day  speech  at  Terre  Haute  on  Monday  next, 
and  am  asking  you  to  meet  me  there  if  you  have  important  matters  to  communicate 
tome. 

I  am  to  return  to  Michigan  on  Tuesday  evening  and  remain  there  until  the  I6th, 
in  order  to  bring  my  family  home.  I  reuly  need  to  stop  a  few  days  in  order  to  rest, 
for  that  is  somemingl  have  not  done  for  many  years.  If,  however,  our  business  will 
suffer  if  I  do  not  go  East,  you  can  call  on  me  at  any  time. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  lobby  work  here  in  Washington,  that  he 
had  reference  to. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3041  is  a  letter  from  Bird,  and  I  think  it  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3042  seems  to  be  entirely  a  personal  matter. 

No.  3043  is  unimportant. 

No.  3044  is  unimportant. 

No.  3045  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  Boudinot  sent  you,  is  it  not  1 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Tariff  3oard  appointed.    Eirby  says  abandon  your  trip. 

Where  were  you  going  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  making  a  tour  of  the  different  cities  to  get 
people  to  send  in  telegrams  and  letters  to  the  President  indoismg 
Mr.  Schwedtman  for  the  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3046  is  a  letter  from  Kirby  to  yourself,  is  it  not  1 

Mr.  MuLLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

This  morning's  mail  brings  to  me  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Cobb  to  Mr.  Miles,  in 
which  he  says: 

'*In  regard  to  the  number  on  the  board,  he  said  they  were  inclined  to  make  three 
appointments  at  the  present  time  and  add  to  it  later,  as  occasion  or  men  came  up, 
citmg  that  it  was  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  President  to  increase  or  decrease  in  his 
discretion,  and  as  it  is  easier  to  increase  than  decrease  they  were  inclined  to  get  the 
board  in  operation  as  promptly  as  possible,  on  account  of  the  necessities  of  the  maxi- 
mum and  minimum,  and  take  time  in  consideration  of  the  Question  of  increase.  He 
said  that  there  had  been  about  50  men  presented,  and  I  garnered  that  some  of  them 
were  very  strongly  endorsed.  He  did  not  show  me  the  list  or  discuss  the  names  with 
me.  I  discussed  fully  with  him  the  names  we  considered  and  told  him  we  were  still 
considering  the  matter  and  could  get  more  if  we  wanted.  Of  course  the  whole  matter 
may  be  settled  at  their  conference  to-dav  (11th),  but  my  hope  and  expectation  is  that 
we  will  be  communicated  with  again  before  anything  is  done,  ana  we  think  it  is 
desired  that  each  of  us  should  be  quietly  looking  over  the  question  of  additional 
names  in  order  to  be  prepared  in  case  of  additional  need.    I  gave  him  a  copy  of  our 
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resolutions  and  can  think  of  nothing  more  that  we  can  do  at  the  moment  to  strengthen 


our  case/' 


On  receipt  of  the  letter  I  wired  you  at  the  Claypool  as  follows:  "Letter  from  Cobb 
says,  'Board  may  be  increased.  Iroceed  with  campaign  for  Schwedtman  as  an  addi- 
tional member.'    Am  writing  you  care  of  Annex,  Cnicago.** 

I  will  enclose  herewith  copy  of  letter  which  I  have  written  to  Hon.  Charles  Nagel, 
which  is  self-explanatory. 

Under  these  circumstances,  it  is  proper  that  vou  should  proceed  in  Mr.  Schwedtman's 
interest  as  per  our  understanding  at  New  York. 

I  hand  you  this  letter  and  I  will  ask  ^ou  if  that  is  a  copy  of  the  letter 
Mr.  Kirby  wrote  to  Mr.  Nagel;  and  wmch  is  referred  to  in  No.  3046  in 
these  words: 

I  will  enclose  herewith  a  copy  of  letter  which  I  have  written  to  Hon.  Charles  Nagel, 
which  is  self -explanatory. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  No.  3047).  This  w,as  a  copy,  I  think, 
that  Mr.  Blirby  sent  to  Mr.  Herrick,  because  they  were  asking  Mr. 
Herrick's  aid  at  that  time  to  have  their  appointments  made  on  the 
committee,  and  work  of  that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter  to  Mr.  Herrick: 

(3047.) 

Datton,  Ohio,  September  IS,  1909. 
Hon.  Mybon  T.  Herrick,  Cleveland^  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  I  am  taking  the  liberty  of  enclosing  herewith  copy  of  a  letter  which  I 
have  written  to  the  Hon.  Charles  Na^^el,  Secrettuy  of  Commerce  and  Labor,  and  of 
writine  you  to  ask  your  cooperation  in  our  effort  to  accomplish  the  appointment  of 
Mr.  Scnwedtman  as  a  member  of  the  tariff  board,  with  the  assurance  that  any  assiBtance 
you  may  render  us  in  the  premises  will  be  gratefully  appreciated. 
Very  respectfully,  yours, 

President. 

I  hand  you  3048,  3049,  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Hon.  Charles  Nagel, 

signed  '* ,  President,"  and  ask  you  if  that  is  the  Nagel  letter 

referred  to  in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Kirbv  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  that  is  the  inclosure  Mr.  Kirby  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  3048,  3049.  It  goes  on  and  eulogizes  Mr. 
Schwedtman.     It  says: 

He  has  been  connected  for  many  years  with  the  leading  manufacturing  and  citizens' 
industrial  organizations  of  this  country,  has  served  upon  the  irboards  of  control,  and, 
besides  being  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  He  is 
widely  known  peisonally  to  the  leading  manufacturers  and  business  men  of  the  country 
and  to  the  leading  commercial  and  industrial  organizations.  He  is  a  staunch  Repub- 
lican, a  man  of  independent  means,  sound  integrity,  and  by  virtue  of  his  knowledge, 
education,  and  experience,  as  well  as  his  peculiar  personal  qualifications,  is  excep- 
tionally well  fittea  as  an  adviser  to  the  President  in  the  delicate  adjustment  of  the 
tariff.  He  is  a  man  of  strong,  practical  common  sense,  a  conservative  protectionist, 
and  has  no  "isms''  or  preconceived  theories  to  exploit.  He  is  familiar  with  correct 
methods  of  making  up  cost^,  and  an  indefatigable  worker  in  evervthing  he  undertakes. 

Therefore,  enjoying  as  Mr.  Schwedtman  does  the  unqualified,  confidence  and  sup- 
port of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  his  appointment  as  a  member  of  the 
tariff  board  is  most  respectfully  and  ui^gently  requested . 

I  think,  mjrself ,  we  might  almost  consider  that  as  disposing  of  the 
question. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Mulhall,  I  am  requested  to  ask  you  this 
question: 

Was  Mr.  Watson  being  paid  for  general  lobby  work  for  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  during  the  summer  and  fall  of  1909? 
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Senator  Reed.  I  object  to  the  interruption  of  this  examination 
with  these  questions.     We  are  now  putting  in  this  evidence 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letters  covering  the  summer  of  1909  have  all 
been  in,  and  the  matter  has  been  testified  to. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  want  to  get  these  letters  in. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me.  I  thought  the  committee  had  stated  that 
they  wouldpermit  us  to  submit  questions  from  time  to  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  We  would  be  glad  to  have  you  submit  any  ques- 
tions you  desire,  but  I  object  to  the  putting  of  the  questions  now. 

Mr.  Emery.  I  understood  the  chairman  had  ruled  on  that  matter; 
that  was  all. 

.  Senator  Walsh.  I  suggest,  however,  that  in  submitting  questions 
it  be  done  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  out  facts.  Of  course,  this  is 
not  done  for  the  purpose  of  drawing  out  facts  at  all.  This  is  done  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  Mr.  Mulhallto  say  something  independent  of 
the  letters,  by  word  of  mouth,  upon  which  you  can  afterwards  con- 
tradict him. 

Mr.  Emery.  Pardon  me;  but  the  gentleman  testifiM  to  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  has  testified  about  it,  and  he  has  testified  again 
about  it,  and  he  has  told  you  about  this  matter  you  are  inquiring 
about. 

The  Chairman.  Proceed,  Senator  Reed. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3050  is  a  letter  from  the  president  of  the  asso- 
ciation to  Mr.  Jarvis  in  regard  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  I  do  not  care 
to  read  that. 

No.  3051  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3052. 

No.  3052  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Mr.  Bird,  from  you,  is  it  not  I 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

I  learned  Sunday  morning  certainly  that  the  tariff  commiasion  wa8  appointed. 

I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  went  by  way  of  Maryland  and  saw  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee  of  that 
State  and  other  leaders  were,  and  the  entire  State  oommittee  would  have  endoraed 
Mr.  Schwedtman  as  one  of  the  commifisioners  if  they  had  given  us  time.  I  went  to 
Harrisbuig,  Pa.,  late  Saturday  night  to  see  Capt.  John  G.  Delaney  and  other  leaders 
there  and  was  eng;aged  there  until  Sunday  afternoon,  when  I  took  a  train  for  this  city, 
as  I  had  an  appointment  to  meet  Mr.  Fred  Sims,  the  secy,  of  state  of  Indiana,  Mr. 
Watson,  and  otners.  I  thousht  it  was  advisable  alter  I  had  my  tickets  purchased  to 
oome  weston  the  errand  for  toe  chairmah  of  the  national  committee  and  come  via  this 
city.and  explain  to  our  friends  here  the  situation.  I  left  Harrisburg  6.15  p.  m.,  and 
met  Mr.  Kirby  on  the  train  and  fully  explained  the  situation  to  him. 

Is  No.  3053  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  or  did  some- 
body else  write  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  I  think  Mr. 
Schwedtman  has  now  been  pretty  well  disposed  of. 

Senator  Walsh.  Perhaps  this  sentence  should  be  read,  as  it  seems 
to  be  of  some  importance: 

I  saw  Mr.  McKinley  here  to-day,  the  chairman  of  the  national  committee,  and 
after  advising  with  Mr.  Kirbv  to-day  I  will  not  stav  here  at  the  present  time  to  do 
his  work,  as  it  would  take  about  two  or  three  weeks  to  accompliab  what  he  wants 
done  here. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3107 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3054  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  J.  G.  Battelle  to  you, 
is  it  not } 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keed.  And  that  is  about  the  tariff  commission  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  important,  because  it  states  that  he  is 
against  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Miles  in  any  position. 

Senator  Rbed.  Yes.    I  will  read  that: 

CoLuvBUB  Ibon  &  Steel  Co., 

Columbu8,  Ohio,  September  14, 1909. 

CoL  M.  M.  MuLHALLy 

Waverly,  BaUwnort,  Md, 

Mt  Deab  Sir:  If  it  is  not  too  late  to  be  useful,  I  would  like  to  have  any  information 
you  may  have  relative  to  Mr.  H.  £.  l^Iiles's  attitude  relative  to  a  position  on  the  tariff 
committee.  I  notice  that  three  members  are  appointed,  according  to  ^e  newspapers, 
but  there  may  be  others.  As  you  may  know,  Tdo  not  favor  ihe  appointment  of  Mr. 
Miles  in  any  position  relative  to  the  tariff. 

Yours,  sincerely,  J.  G.  Battelle. 

No.  3055  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  jou,  is  it  not'il 
Mr-  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

I  repeat  to  you  what  I  said  in  New  York,  namely,  that  I  do  not  believe  I  have  a 
ghost  of  a  show,  but  I  would  be  ungrateful  to  my  niends  if  I  withheld  from  them 
anything  that  can  aid  in  this  campaign. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  rest  of  the  letter  should  be  read. 
Senator  Reed.  Will  you  please  read  it? 
(Senator  Walsh  read  as  follows :) 

It  is  on  this  account  only  that  I  am  sending  you  a  lew  copies  of  the  biographical 
sketch  which  I  mentioned  in  my  letter  to  Mr.  Ku'by. 

It  is  touching  (o  me  to  see  the  oonfidence  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Kirby  in  this 
matter,  and  if  it  were  possible  for  me  to  be  any  more  faithful  to  them  than  I  have  been 
in  the  past  I  surely  would  be,  but  I  would  not  know  how.  The  same  thing  holds  good 
with  you,  Martin.  Without  expecting  anything,  I  am  confident  that  your  e£fort  in 
this  matter  is  fully  equal  to  what  any  other  twelve  men  could  do.  I  am  confident 
that  any  sug^stions  that  you  may  wish  to  make  to  Mr.  Van  <^leave  and  Mr.  Kirby 
will  have  their  immediate  attention.  It  eeeme  to  me  that  Aldiich  more  than  any  other 
one  man  could  be  of  service  to  us,  and  in  view  of  what  we  are  doing  for  him  in  Rhode 
Island  and  in  view  of  his  close  acquaintance  with  our  chiefs  I  believe  his  secretary 
wouM  uBdcTtake  to  place  the  situatioD  betee  him  by  caUe  or  Setter.  You  know  best 
how  to  handle  these  Bsatters,  bat  if  you  want  mv  fecommendation  it  would  be  that 
von  place  a  statement  of  the  Hcta,  together  with  one  of  my  biographical  sketches, 
befoTO  Senator  Aldrich  by  maii,  with  a  noite  to  his  eecretary  urging  him  to  forward  it 
to  the  Senator  unless  he  is  expected  home  at  an  early  date. 

I  have  no  right  to  order  you  to  Saint  Louis,  but  if  vou  ^t  as  close  to  us  as  Chicago 
without  making  us  a  visit  it  will  indeed  make  me  fee!  badly. 

Senator  Keep.  Here  is  a  long  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  which  I  ran 
pvrer  hurriedly.  It  is  numbere>d  3056^  3057.  I  do  not  think  it  has 
anything  of  importance  in  it. 

3058,  3059  is  a  biographical  sketch  of  Mr.  Schwedtman,  written 
by  himself,  or  at  least  sent  out  by  him,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  should  say  it  was  sent  out  by  Mr.  Schwedtman's 
friends. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  read  that  this  early  in  the 
morning. 

3060,  3061  is  a  copy  of  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand''  letter,  and  I 
call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  met  Mr.  Kirby  at  Harrisburg,  after  leaving  New  York,  where  I  had  gone  to  see 
some  of  the  leading  Pennsylvania  Members,  and  he  informed  me  about  the  three 
members  of  the  commission  that  were  appointed,  so  I  went  to  Indianapolis  to  see  our 
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friend  Wataon,  but  Wataon  was  not  there,  so  I  saw  Mr.  Fred  Sims,  the  secretary  of 
state  of  Indiana,  and  he  said  that  if  we  needed  his  aid  in  any  shape  or  form  he  would 
guarantee  to  me  the  full  support  of  the  Indiana  St&te  committee.  I  onlv  stayed 
a  few  hours  in  Indianapolis,  and  on  my  arrival  here  I  received  a  letter  from  Mj.  Kirby 
telling  me  to  go  ahead  with  the  work  along  the  lines  as  agreed  on  before  I  left  New 
York. 

The  Chairman.  I  call  attention  to  this  sentence  in  that  letter: 

I  saw  Mr.  Fred  Job,  your  friend,  here  to-day,  and  two  Members  of  Congress  and  one 
U.S.  Senator,  and  last  evening  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  Sp^ker  Cannon, 
and  I  feel  very  well  satisfied  tnat  we  can  get  things  going  in  good  shape  in  the  next 
few  days. 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  not  caught  that,  in  running  it  over. 

No.  3062,  3063  are  duplicates  of  3060,  3061. 

No.  3064  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language  in  that  letter: 

The  telegram  which  Mr.  Boudinot  sent  you  evidentlv  did  not  reach  your  hands, 
and  I  am  ^lad  it  did  not,  for  the  situation  was  thoiougnly  understood  between  you 
and  I  that  if  the  tariff  board  should  be  appointed  you  would  continue  your  trip  in  the 
interests  of  the  other  matter  that  had  been  discussed  between  us.  It  is  barely  pos- 
sible, however,  that  we  may  decide  to  add  to  the  number  of  the  committee,  and 
therefore  the  work  that  you  are  doing  will  not  be  in  vain. 

Note  the  language  *'we  may  decide  to  add." 

No.  3065  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language  in  that  letter: 

I  thoroughly  appreciate  all  that  you  are  doing  and  you  are  a  much  better  \Tidse  of 
how  to  go  about  such  things  than  I  am.  At  the  same  tmie,  if  I  had  to  do  it,  it  is  likely 
that  I  would  concentrate  my  efforts  on  half  a  dozen  men  of  national  power,  such  as 
Uncle  Joe,  Ck>ngressman  Mc&inley,  our  friend  Watson,  and,  above  all  otfaeis,  Senator 
Aldrich.  But  please  do  not  consider  this  even  in  the  shape  of  a  suggestion,  because  as 
stated  before  you  have  forgotten  more  about  such  thincs  than  I  ever  will  Imow. 

We  expect  Mr.  Kirby  in  Saint  Louis  to-morrow,  and  so  forth. 

Is  3066,  3067  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Watson  t 
Mr.  MuLHALt  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  caU  attention  to  this  one  sentence: 

From  the  best  information  we  can  get,  the  President  will  make  two  appaintments  to 
that  commission  in  the  near  future,  and  as  we  sdl  know  how  you  stand  with  President 
Taft  we  want  your  aid  and  we  want  it  badly.  I  am  not  going  into  any  long  details  in 
this  letter,  but  I  wish  you  would  telegraph  me  the  moment  you  get  it,  and  if  you 
require  my  aid  I  will  come  to  you  at  Jonce. 

I  am  dropping  out  some  of  the  letter  in  regard  to  Schwedtman. 
No.  3068  is  a  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter,  wnich  I  think  has  nothing 
of  importance  in  it. 
No.  3069  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Sims,  is  it  not! 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  feel  that  my  services  in  Indiana,  according  to  what  you  stated  to  me  last  Monday, 
were  appreciated,  and  I  know  that  as  chairman  of  the  State  committee  you  can  get  the 
indorsement  of  Mr.  Schwedtman  by  that  committee  if  you  wish  to  do  so.  By  so  doing 
you  can  confer  one  of  the  greatest  favors  on  roe  and  on  the  many  friends  that  you  have 
m  our  association  that  it  is  possible  to  grant,  and  I  know  that  you  will  also  favor 
greatly  our  friend,  Mr.  James  E.  Wataon,  by  such  action. 

No.  3070  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird,  which  I  think  has  nothing  of  im- 
portance in  it. 
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No.  3071  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  you,  which  I  think 
has  nothing  of  importance  in  it. 

No.  3072  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  W.  T.  Sims  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  which 
is  also  unimportant. 

No.  3073  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Mr.  Mulhall,  which 
is  unimportant. 

3074-3076  is  nart  of  a  letter.  There  seems  to  be  a  page 
omitted.  I  have  nere  page  1  and  a  sheet  numbered  page  2.  Both 
are  on  the  letterhead  of  Watson,  Tits  worth  &  Green,  and  I  will  ask 
you  if  those  two  sheets  are  part  of  a  communication  or  a  communi- 
cation, received  by  you  from  Mr.  Watson  ?  They  are  printed  here 
as  3074-3076. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  I  think  the  third  page 
is  missing. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this: 

I  wrote  a  letter  to  Schwedtman  this  morning  in  answer  to  one  I  received  from  him, 
and  in  it  I  complained  that  I  had  written  yon  at  Baltimore,  but  could  not  get  any  re- 
sponse from  you .  I  thought  your  whole  *  *  bunch  * '  had  gone  back  on  me,  but  your  letter 
reassured  me. 

The  President  personally  is  paying  no  attention  to  the  tariff  commission.  He  is 
only  appointing  the  persons  who  are  reconunended  to  him  by  Secretary  MacVeagh  and 
will  not  under  any  circumstances  give  the  matter  any  personal  consideration. 

The  next  page  is  not  correctly  printed.     It  omits  these  words: 

Is  influential  politically  and  financially. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  what  connection  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  no  connection.     That  is  the  break. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  one  page  is  missing. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  tnose  words  in  the  letter  just  thrust  in 
there.  Now,  I  am  going  to  show  you  No.  3076  and  ask  you  if  that  is 
not,  in  your  opinion,  the  third  sheet  of  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  signed  in  typewriting  **  James  E.  Watson." 
I  think  that  line  is  simply  a  typograpnical  error,  and  I  think  the  letter 
is  properly  complete  witn  this  sheet. 

Senator  Walsh.  Has  that  the  heading  of  the  same  firm  ? 

Senator  Reed.  AU  of  them  have  the  heading  **  Watson,  Titsworth 
&  Green.*'  All  of  them  are  manifestly  written  on  the  same  type- 
writer, and  seem  to  have  b^en  written  at  the  same  time,  so  far  as  I 
can  see.     I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

Mr.  Roy  West  is  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  central  committee  at  111., 
and  a  member  of  the  tax  board  of  the  city  of  Chicago.  No  man  is  more  influential  than 
he. 

I  have  taken  this  matter  up  with  all  of  these  fellows  and  they  are  all  quietly  at  work 
to  influence  McVeagh.  If  they  can  not  reach  him  nobody  can,  and  I  am  of  the  opinion 
that  nobody  can. 

If  he  were  a  Republican,  we  might  be  able  to  reach  him,  but  he  is  a  mugwump  and 
I  am  not  hopeful  of  final  success,  for  I  will  swear  that  I  never  on  earth  knew  what  to  do 
with  a  mugwump,  inasmuch  as  I  have  no  right  to  kill  him. 

I  am  now  at  Rushville,  and  all  you  have  to  do  is  to  telegraph  me  at  any  time  and  I 
can  meet  you  almost  anywhere  for  consultation. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3077  a  letter  from  James  E.  Watson  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  especially  to  this.  I  vdll  read  this 
letter: 

(3077.) 

RtrsHViiXE,  Ind.,  September  20, 1909. 
CoL  M.  M.  MuLHALL,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  What  became  of  our  hat  case  in  Danbury?  It  is  possible  that 
I  shall  be  compelled  to  come  east  befote  long,  and  if  that  thing  is  still  on  tapis,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  pursue  it. 

Trusting  that  I  shall  see  you  soon,  I  am, 

Very  sincerely,  James  E.  Watsok. 

Now,  what  was  that?  Did  that  relate  to  the  employment  of 
Mr.  Watson  as  an  attorney  by  this  concern  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  By  this  organization;  that  is,  the  employing  hat- 
ters' organization. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3078  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Littlepage,  and  I 
think  is  utterly  unimportant. 

No.  3079  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  on  the  letterhead  of  the 
Bucks  Stove  &  Range  Co.,  but  I  think  it  is  unimportant.  It  relates 
to  that  water  that  was  being  analyzed. 

No.  3080  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall,  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3081,  3082  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall, signed  "Fred  A.  Sims,^'  which 
I  think  is  unimportant. 

Is  3083  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bannon  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  is  Mr.  Bannon  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  An  ex-Member  of  Congress  from  the  eighth  district 
of  Ohio,  Henry  Bannon.     I  am  not  sure  of  the  district 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  a  district  in  Ohio,  anyway  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  the  Portsmouth  district,  as  they  called  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  They  indicated  a  long  time  ago  that  they  wanted 
to  get  Bannon  back  to  Congress,  and  this  is  a  year  away  from  the 
time. 

Senator  Reed.  But  this  was  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bannon  signed  by  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Bird  wanted  a  letter  of  introduction  to  go  there 
and  collect  from  the  manufacturers  for  his  campaign  funds,  and  also 
to  solicit  membership,  and  I  gave  Mr.  Bird  the  letter  to  Mr.  Bannon. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3084  is  an  unimportant  letter  addressed  to  Mr. 
Edward  Booth. 

No.  3085  seems  to  be  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bannon.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  have  been  looking  for  that  long-promised  letter  for  some  time,  for  you  know  I  am 
extremely  anxious,  as  I  know  my  fnend  Emery  is,  to  have  you  come  back  to  Wash- 
ington again  next  year.  I  have  nad  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  with  Portsmouth 
since  I  left  there  with  some  of  the  leading  strike  leaders,  and  the  letters  are  extremely 
friendly,  and  I  have  received  several  invitations  from  them  to  come  to  Portsmouth 
again. 

I  think  the  committee  understands  fully  about  that. 

3086,  3087  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  another  account  you  rendered 
the  association.     Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).     Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3088  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  is  it  not  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  ' 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  line. 

And  I  have  seen  numerous  politicians  in  other  States,  which  I  know  will  have 
a  good  effect  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  along  the  lines  that  I  am  working  on. 
I  am  given  thoroughly  to  understand  by  the  leaders  of  the  East  here  that  there  will 
be  no  appointments  made  unon  the  new  tariff  commission  until  after  Consreas  is  in 
session,  and  if  this  is  the  case  I  feel  certain  that  we  will  be  able  to  impress  the  President 
with  the  importance  of  appointing  Mr.  Schwedtman  upon  the  tariff  commission. 

No.  3089  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3088. 

3090,  3091  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  first  paragraph  should  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Verr  well;  will  you  please  read  it  ? 

Senator  Walsh  reaa  as  follows: 

For  the  last  two  weeks  I  have  been  on  the  go  as  hard  as  I  know  how  on  the  commission 
that  was  mapped  out  for  me  by  yourself  and  Mr.  Bird.  In  addition  to  that  I  have  been 
compelled  to  play  politics  in  my  home  State,  for  two  reasons.  One  reason  is  that  I 
believe  what  I  have  done  in  Maryland  helped  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  another  reason 
is  that  I  wish  to  do  all  I  possibly  can  to  beat  in  Maryland  this  fall  the  amendment  to 
the  constitution  disfranchising  the  colored  people  of  that  State,  which,  if  the  Demo- 
crats succeed  in  carrying,  will  make  it  a  one-party  State  and  will  wipe  out  of  Congress 
three  Republican  Members  that  now  come  from  that  State,  one  of  whom  is  the  oest 
friend  we  ever  had  in  Congress,  the  Hon.  Sidney  E.  Mudd.  In  my  opinion  Mr.  Mudd 
has  been  our  friend  to  a  greater  extent  than  any  other  man  we  have  had  in  Conjgress 
for  quite  a  number  of  years.  I  know  he  has  done  more  for  us  than  Mr.  Littlefiela  and 
leaders  of  that  stripe,  for  Mudd  is  a  thoroughly  trained  politician  and  he  has  always 
been  outspoken  and  a  vigorous  fighter  against  the  policies  of  Sam  Gompers  and  labor 
l^ulers  of  that  stripe. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  another  part  that  I  think  perhaps  should 
be  read.     It  reads  as  follows : 

Since  I  have  written  you  last  I  have  seen  a  number  of  prominent  politicians  in  the 
East,  and  I  am  positive  I  am  having  sent  in  to  Mr.  MacVeagh,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  some  very  strong  letters  endorsing  Mr.  Schwed  tman .  From  the  best  mforma- 
tion  I  can  get,  I  am  told  by  leading  politicians  that  there  will  be  no  more  appointments 
made  upon  the  tariff  commission  for  some  time  to  come,  so  I  am  given  to  oelieve  that 
if  there  are  any  additions  made  to  this  commission  it  will  be  after  Congress  convenes, 
and  I  am  hoping  that  this  may  be  the  case,  for  it  will  give  us  a  chance  to  put  up  a 
splendid  fight  to  land  Mr.  Schwedtman,  among  the  Senators  and  Congressmen  when 
tney  gather  in  Washington. 

I  expect  to  have  an  interview  to-morrow  momiM  with  Vice  President  Sherman  and 
other  leaders  here,  and  after  consulting  with  Mr.  Bird,  he  believes  it  advisable  not  to 
seek  Mr.  Sherman's  aid  for  Mr.  Schweatman  until  after  the  Vice  President  goes  to  St. 
Lx>uis  to  attend  the  meeting  that  has  been  arranged  there  for  him  through  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man and  others. 

No.  3092  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Sims,  and  I  think  is  without 
any  importance. 

No.  3093  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3092. 

No.  3094  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

I  fully  agree  with  you  that  it  is  Mr.  McVeagh  that  we  want  to  train  our  big  guns  on, 
and  we  have  been  doing  that  ever  since  we  received  your  letter.  I  have  been  m  Penn- 
sylvania, Illinois,  Ohio,  and  Maryland  since  I  saw  you  last,  and  I  am  sure  that  we  will 
get  splendid  endorsements  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  from  all  those  States  for 
our  fnend .  I  will  be  greatly  pleased  if  vou  will  answer  this  letter  as  soon  as  you  receive 
it,  and  just  say  who  you  have  seen  and  give  your  advice  as  to  what  is  necessary  to  do 
so  that  we  can  follow  up  your  advice  and  keep  the  good  fight  going. 

No.  3095  is  a  duplicate  of  Xo.  3094. 
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No.  3096  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Watson,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keed.  I  call  attention  to  this  language: 

Mt  Dear  James:  Your  late  letter  in  relation  to  what  is  being  done  down  here  in 
the  hatters'  case  I  was  unable  to  answer  until  this  morning.  I  have  seen  several 
of  the  leading  manufacturers  among  the  hatters  here  since  yesterday  morning,  and  I 
am  given  thoroughly  to  understand  that  Mr.  Walsh,  the  attorney  that  they  got  to  draw 
their  papers  and  file  them  in  the  hatters'  case,  has  still  got  chari^e  of  the  case.  It 
has  been  pending  in  the  courts  here  for  several  months,  ana  I  am  given  to  understand 
that  there  will  be  nothing  doing  on  that  case  for  some  time  to  come.  They  have 
employed  no  other  attorneys  outside  of  Walsh,  and  I  have  had  several  promises  that 
they  would  write  you  when  the  proper  time  came.  I  feel  certain  that  it  is  not  neces- 
sary to  touch  me  up  so  far  as  your  interest  is  concerned,  for  I  have  always  had  an  inspi- 
ration that  you  are  going  to  be  President  some  day,  and  I  am  still  doing  my  best  to 
keep  in  your  good  graces. 

Did  you  see  these  parties  in  reference  to  having  Mr.  James  E. 
Watson  given  employment  in  this  case? 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  x  es,  sir.  I  brought  a  very  strong — I  brought  all 
the  influence  I  could  on  them — Mr.  Booth  was  running  a  big  hat 
factory  in  Philadelphia — using  our  friend  Feenev,  I  guess,  on  that 
mission,  and  also  1  made  several  visits  to  Mr.  Berg  m  New  York. 
He  is  one  of  the  executive  board  of  that  organization,  and  also  a 
strong,  leading  hat  manufacturer  in  Danbury. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  what  did  you  offer  as  the  reason  why  they 
should  go  way  out  to  Indiana  and  get  an  attorney  from  that  State? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  wanted  a  constitutional  lawyer,  and  they 
were  willing  to  try  to  pay  back  to  this  organization  some  of  the  debt 
they  felt  they  owed  it  for  the  work  they  done  in  that  strike — in  the 
Danbury  strike. 

Senator  Reed.  A  debt  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  realized  that  Mr.  Watson  was  always  our 
friend. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  urge  that  as  a  reason  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  u  ged  it,  all  along,  as  a  reason. 

Senator  Reed.  You  handed  to  us  a  little  while  ago  a  letter  of 
September  16,  which  I  have  inadvertently  passed.  I  want  to  go 
back  and  give  it  a  number  and  introduce  it  at  this  point.  I  introduce 
it  as  No.  3072-A.  It  is  a  letter  dated  September  16,  1909,  to  John 
Kirby,  jr.  Did  you  send  a  letter,  of  which  that  is  a  copy,  to  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  To  Mr.  Kirby:  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  What  year  is  that,  please,  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  is  dated  September  16,  1909.  I  will 
read  this,  because  it  has  not  been  printed.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3072-A.) 

September  16th,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Dayton  Manufacturing  Co.,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  am  very  proud  to  report  that,  for  the  few  days  I  have  been 
here,  I  have  accomplifilied  a  great  deal  more  tlian  I  anticipated.  After  a  brief  inter- 
view with  Mr.  McKinley  I  wae  under  the  impression  that  I  could  not  get  the  in- 
formation he  desired  me  to  secure.  But  fortunately  I  ran  into  an  old  friend  of  mine 
here — Mr.JohnDooley — who  is  thoroughly  posted  in  the  fourth  congressional  district 
(Mr.McDermott*8)and  Mr.  Dooley  introduced  me  to  State  Senator  I&iney,  of  Illinois, 
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and  other  leaders  in  this  city,  and  I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  Mr.  McDermott  will 
never  come  back  to  Congress  and  will  be  defeated  for  the  nomination  next  }rear.  Sen- 
ator Rainey,  of  this  city,  assured  me  of  that  fact,  and  with  Mr.  Dooley's  assistance  and 
some  little  thin^  I  have  done  myself  (I  would  like  very  much  to  have  you  keep  note 
of  what  I  am  writing  in  this  letter),  believe  you  will  find  it  to  be  an  accomplished  fact 
next  year. 

Mr.  McDermott,  as  I  wrote  in  some  of  my  reports  sometime  ago,  made  the  state- 
ment in  Washington  that  anyUiing  ^e  Van  Cleave  crowd  wanted  he  was  a^inst, 
80  by  retiring  Mr.  McDermott  to  private  life  again  I  believe  it  will  be  a  great  victory^ 
for  our  association. 

I  have  had  promises  from  many  of  the  leaders  here  that  they  would  help  us  to 

fet  this  result,  so,  feeling  that  I  have  made  a  success  of  what  was  wanted  oy  our 
riends,  I  am  very  much  elated  about  the  work  accomplished  here. 
I  have  had  several  interviews  during  the  past  few  days  with  Mr.  Miles  and  Mr. 
Job  and  others  and  feel  we  will  keep  the  good  work  going.    So,  closing  with  very 
best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours. 

That  letter  is  dated  September  16,  1909,  and  refers  to  your  having 
been  at  some  place.    Where  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Chicago,  111. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  in  Chicago  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  at  this  time  was  your  association — ^were  you — 
of  the  opinion  that  McDermott  ought  to  be  defeated  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Up  to  this  time,  then,  your  relations  with  Mr. 
McDermott  were  not  cordial  or  friendly  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  return  to  the  place  where  I  stopped  in  the 
regular  order. 

No.  3098  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Booth,  and  I  think  is  utterly  imimportant. 

No.  3099  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bannon,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  it  simply  relates  to  efforts  to  get  him  back  into 
Congress,  and  to  the  visit  which  Mr.  Bird  is  going  to  pay. 

No.  3100  is  another  letter  of  introduction  to  f.  Philip  Bird,  and  I 
think  is  a  duplicate  of  the  one  that  has  been  printed. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  duplicate 
of  the  one  that  I  gave  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  clerk  of  the  committee  should  look  that 
up;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  is  a  duplicate. 

3101,  3102,  are  duplicates  of  3090,  3091. 

No.  3103  is  an  unimportant  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Carson. 

No.  3104  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3103. 

3105,  3106  is  another  letter  to  Schwedtman.     I  will  call  attention  to 
two  or  three  things  in  it. 

I  read  as  follows : 

There  were  two  lai^  meetings  that  were  arranged  for  in  Baltimore  when  I  was  in 
the  West  through  my  efforts,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  see  them  carried  out  in 
good  shape,  and  besides  this,  I  have  visited  most  every  politican  that  I  know  of  in 
the  East  since  I  wrote  you  last,  and  I  am  besieging  them  to  write  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  Mr.  MacVeagh,  in  your  behalf.  I  will  continue  making  this  effort  until 
Ck>ngre86  meets,  and  I  have  many  plans  which  I  am  doing  my  best  to  carry  out. 

A  little  further  down  I  read  as  follows: 

There  was  a  meeting  held  opposite  my  home  in  a  small  park  on  the  20th  inst.,  and 
there  were  over  a  thousand  people  present.  It  was  a  kind  of  nonpartisan  gathering 
and  was  addressed  by  the  mayor  of  Baltimore  and  several  other  leaders  of  that  city. 
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A  little  further  down  again,  it  speaks  of  a  meeting  in  Mr.  Mulhall's 
house.     I  will  read  that: 

Besides  those  gentlemen,  there  were  present  Mr.  William  Carson,  who  is  heading 
the  county  ticket  in  that  city  and  county  this  fall,  and  Mr.  John  Hanson,  who  is  run- 
ninfi;  for  8neri£f  on  the  Republican  ticket,  and  our  friend,  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  was  there  and 
made  a  neat  speech  on  that  occasion  to  those  present.  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Bird 
got  a  first-class  lesson  in  politics  on  this  occasion,  and  I  would  not  be  at  all  surprised 
to  see  him  turn  out  as  an  active  politician  in  the  near  future. 

Still  further  down  I  read  as  follows : 

I  have  made  aimnffements  to  see  the  Vice  President,  Mr.  Sherman,  to-morrow 
morning,  and  I  have  brought  your  letter  of  September  6th  alons  with  me  to  show  to 
Mr.  Sherman  and  will  try  to  have  him  set  a  date  for  the  meeting  mat  you  are  ananging 
for  him  in  St.  Louis.  I  do  not  intend  to  say  anything  to  Sherman  about  your  being  a 
candidate  for  a  position  on  the  tariff  commission.  I  want  to  wait  and  try  to  hurry 
him  to  St.  Louis,  and  after  the  demonstration  there  I  think  he  will  be  very  willing  to 
aid  you. 

And  again: 

I  expect  to  leave  here  to-morrow  for  Rhode  Island  to  see  Senator  Aldrich's  secretary 
and  other  leaders  there,  and  I  will  be  more  prompt  with  my  letters  until  this  campaign 
is  over  and  try  to  keep  you  posted. 

3107,  3108  are  duplicates  of  3105  and  3106. 

No.  3109  is  unimportant. 

No.  3110  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3109. 

No.  3111  is  unimportant. 

No.  3112  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman.  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 
It  is  about  his  efforts  to  get  on  this  tariff  commission. 

3113,  3114  is  a  letter  i;^ich  you  received  from  Mr.  Bannon? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  it  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
I  received  from  Mr.  Bannon.  I  made  a  copy  of  the  letter.  I  believe 
it  was  sent  to  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  am  getting  things  pretty  well  lined  up  in  the  district  now.  My  friends  won  in 
Jackson  and  Adams  Counties  at  the  primaries  this  month,  which  assures  them  of 
control  at  the  next  congressional  convention. 

3115-3118  are  duplicates  of  3113,  3114. 

3119-3122  is  an  original  letter  which  you  received  from  James  E. 
Watson? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  that  is  an  original 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

(3119-22.) 

Watson,  Tftsworth  &  Green, 

Bushville,  Ind.,  Oct.  i,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Col.  :  In  Chicago  there  is  a  very  stiong  coterie  of  Indiana  men  who  have 
made  good. 

Jim  Groodrich,  the  Republican  State  chairman  of  Indiana,  is  receiver  of  the  C.  C.  A 
L.  Raihioad  and  is  now  and  has  been  in  Chicago  for  two  years. 

Hon.  W.  J.  Henley,  formerly  of  Rushville,  for  many  years  a  member  of  our  supreme 
court,  is  now  the  president  of  the  Belt  Railroad  and  all  the  terminal  roads  running 
in  Chicago,  the  largest  corporation  in  111. 

Mr.  Alvin  T.  Hert,  formerly  supt.  of  the  reformatory  in  Indiana,  is  now  president 
of  the  American  Creosoting  Co.,  and — 

There  is  a  break  here  indicated  in  the  print. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  on  the  next  page  a  duplicate,  3123,  3124. 
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Senator  Reed.  Will  you  follow  the  print  as  I  read  from  the  original 
letter,  and  we  will  see  whether  it  is  a  duplicate. 

Senator  Walsh.  Very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  commence  at  the  paragraph  ''Mr.  Alvin  T. 
Hert,  formerly  superintendent  of  the  reformatory  m  Indiana,  is  now 
president  of  the  American  Creosoting  Co.,  and'' 

There  the  letter  breaks  off,  seemingly.   ' 

The  Chairman.  3123,  3124  seems  to  be  the  full  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  No,  it  is  not  the  full  letter.  In  3123,  3124  that 
sentence  appears  to  be  completed.  It  reads,  *'is  now  president  of 
the  American  Creosoting  Co.,  and  is  influential,  politically  and 
financially."     I  will  read  on  from  there: 

Mr.  Roy  Weet  is  the  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  central  committee  at  111., 
and  a  member  of  the  tax  board  of  the  city  of  Chicago. '  No  man  is  more  influential 
than  he. 

I  have  taken  this  matter  up  with  all  of  these  fellows,  and  they  are  all  quietly  at 
work  to  influence  McVeagh.  If  they  can  not  reach  him  nobody  can,  and  I  am  oi  the 
opinion  that  nobody  can. 

If  he  were  a  Republican,  we  might  be  able  to  reach  him,  but  he  is  a  mugwump, 
and  I  am  not  hopeful  of  final  success,  for  I  will  swear  that  I  never  on  earth  knew  what 
to  do  with  a  mugwump,  inasmuch  as  I  have  no  right  to  kill  him. 

That  looks  like  the  same  letter  that  we  read  a  while  ago. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  You  have  got  the  sheets  of  two  letters  mixed. 
Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  the  clerk  of  the  committee  take  this 
original  Watson  letter,  together  with  the  copies,  and  see  if  it  is  not 
possible  to  straighten  out  the  difficulties  aoout  these  two  letters, 
3119-3122  and  3123,  3124. 

No.  3125  is  a  letter  from  Sims  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  not  important  enough  to  be  read. 

No.  3126  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3125. 

No.  3127  is  unimportant 

3128,  3129  is  a  duplicate  of  3123,  3124. 

No.  3130  is  unimportant. 

3131^133  is  unimportant. 

The  Chaibman.  I  think  No.  3130  might  be  read.  I  will  read  this 
part  of  it : 

Dear  Colonel:  Ellsworth  wrote  you  in  full  to-day,  and  if  you  think  it  necessary 
for  him  to  come  to  New  York  to  meet  Messis.  Sherman,  Parsons,  &  Bennett,  wire.  Mr. 
Naeel  has  returned  to  Washin^^n  and  Frank  Hitchcock  is  in  Arizona,  so  Mr.  Mernll 
told  Ellsworth,  and  also  told  hmi  Hitchcock  was  a  big  factor  in  making  appointments 
in  the  Census.  We  will  both  come  to  N.  Y.  if  you  think  it  best,  bat  leave  that  to  your 
judgment.    Nagel,  being  in  Washington,  ought  to  help  our  cause. 

Senator  Reed.  3131-3133  is  unimportant. 

No.  3134  is  a  telegram  you  received  from  H.  E,  Miles,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  reads  : 

Hope  see  you  here  to-morrow.    Things  not  very  promising. 

31 35)  3136  is  a  Gibson  letter.     That  is  unimportant. 
No.  3137  is  a  reply  to  Gibson.     That  is  unimportant. 
No.  3138  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3137. 
No.  3139  is  unimportant. 
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The  Chairman.  There  is  something  in  3135,  3136  that  should  be 
read: 

Mr.  Merrill,  the  disbursing  officer,  is  in  New  York  to-day,  and  upon  his  return 
to-morrow  we  will  know  more  about  the  exact  time  he  is  going  to  sign,  if  he  closes  his 
deal  there.  As  soon  as  he  does  resign  we  will  wire  you  to  Hotel  Imperial,  New  York, 
and  if  you  want  Ellsworth  to  come  to  New  York  to  meet  Mess.  Sherman,  Parsons,  ana 
Bennett  wire  him  or  me  to  address  £.  E.  Ellsworth,  No.  1415  North  Carolina  Ave. 
NE.,  Washington,  D.  G.  My  address  3032  E.  Baltimore  St.,  Baltimore,  Md.  If, 
however,  you  think  you  can  land  Ellsworth  by  seeing  the  Secretary,  he  is  now  in 
Washington,  and  we  will  be  glad  to  have  you  come  here  and  take  Ellsworth  in  penon 
to  him. 

Who  was  Ellsworth  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Ellsworth  was  the  chief  of  the  accounting  bureau 
of  the  Census  Bureau,  and  he  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  this  new 
bureau  that  they  were  creating  for  the  postal  savings  banks. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  wanted  that  influence  brought  to  bear  to  have 
him  transferred. 
«  The  Chaibman.  No.  3137  has  this  paragraph: 

Dear  Friend  Gibson:  Yours  of  the  4th  and  5th  have  just  been  received  and 
carefully  read,  and  also  the  letter  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  E.  K.  Ellsworth.    I  did  as  I 

Promised  you  I  should  do.  The  moment  I  came  here  I  saw  Mr.  Bennet  and  Mr. 
'aiiBons,  and  I  had  Mr.  Boudinot,  our  secretary,  write  Mr.  Nagel  a  strong  letter  also. 
I  will  leave  here  at  one  p.  m.  for  Utica,  N.  Y.,  to  see  Mr.  Sherman,  and  I  will  show 
Mr.  Sherman  Mr.  Ellsworth's  letter  and  ask  him  as  a  personal  favor  to  me  to  have 
his  secretary  send  a  letter  to  Mr.  Nagel  to-day.  I  feel  positive  that  there  is  no  use  of 
my  cominf  over  to  WaeMngton,  as  sugzested  by  Mr.  Ellsworth,  for  we  are  given  to 
understand  that  Mr.  Nagel  will  leave  Washington  this  afternoon  and  that  his  stay  at 
his  office  in  Washington  was  only  for  a  day  or  two. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  about  taking  care  of  some  of  their  friends. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Gibson  was  a  man  who  was  appointed  hj  the 
influence  of  the  Workingmen^s  Protective  Association  of  Baltmiore. 

Senator  Reed.  In  the  Census  OiBice  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  and  he  gradually  rose  and  got  promoted,  and  at 
that  time  Ellsworth  was  trying  to  be  transferred  from  the  Census 
Office,  and  he  wanted  to  step  into  Ellsworth's  place  when  he  left. 

Senator  Reed.  He  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  the  Postal  Savings 
Bureau  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Ellsworth  wanted  to  be  transferred  to  the  Postal 
Savings  Bureau,  and  Gibson  wanted  to  take  Ellsworth's  place  in 
the  Census  Bureau. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  place  Ellsworth  was  transferred 
to? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  it  was  in  the  postal  savings  service.  I  know 
that  I  saw  Gardner  and  others,  and  they  were  all  pledged  to  help 
him  out. 

The  Chairman.  Is  Ellsworth  in  office  now  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  He  is  making  a  deal  in  New  York  with  Parsons  and 
these  other  people,  Congressmen,  and  he  says  the  deal  is  closed.  He 
is  still  in  office,  is  he  ?      • 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  he  is. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  deal  ?  Was  that  the  one  you  re- 
ferred to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  the  one  I  was  trying  to  explain. 
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Senator  Reeo.  It  is  referred  to  as  the  Merrill  deal.  Who  was 
MerriU? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  chief  of  a  bureau  in  the  Census  Office  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  I  marked  that  as  unimportant.  I  did  not  think  it 
was  going  into  that  phase  of  it.  I  may  have  left  out  something  here. 
I  have  gone  over  these  letters  hurriedly. 

No.  3140,  3141  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Watson,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  su*. 

Senator  Reed.  In  that  you  say: 

Mt  Dear  James:  I  have  been  wantiog  for  some  time  to  make  a  full  statement  to 
you  in  relation  to  the  Miles  matter,  but  unfortunately  my  time  has  been  very  much 
taken  up  lately  and  I  have  not  been  able  to  reach  Rushville  or  Indianapolis  to  see  you. 
I  feel  positive  that  Mr.  Miles  is  not  overfriendly  to  you  and  me  at  the  present  tmie, 
80  if  he  writes  you  any  letters  I  want  to  post  you  so  that  you  will  be  guarded  in  what 
you  say  to  him  until  you  see  some  of  your  friends  in  the  East. 

Senator  Walsh.  Miles  was  a  Republican  leader. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  had  been  removed  from  the  tariff  commission, 
and  he  blamed  Watson  and  myself  and  Mr.  Bird,  I  believe,  for  his 
removal.  That  letter  I  sent  to  New  York,  so  that  Mr.  Bird,  and  I 
guess  Mr.  Emery,  might  look  at  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Further  down  you  say: 

I  want  to  be  remembered  to  little  Jim  and  to  Mrs.  Watson  and  Kathryn  and  the 
others. 

Who  were  "little  Jim''  and  "the  others''  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  family  matters  in  Mr.  Watson's  home. 
Senator  Reed.  These  were  his  children  you  referred  to  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  knew  his  children  and  visited  his  house  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  all  that  I  wanted  to  bring  out.  3142, 
3143  are  duplicates  of  3140,  3141. 

No.  3144  IS  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter. 
You  say: 

October  6,  1909. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  short  letter  to  you  copies  of  letters  I  received 
from  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Sims,  and  also  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr. 
Kirby  to-day. 

I  have  been  extremely  busy  since  I  wrote  you  last.  I  spent  several  days  in  Rhode 
Island,  and  Sherman  is  extremely  anxious  to  have  us  do  some  favors  for  him  here. 
I  expect  to  meet  the  Vice  President  to-morrow  morning,  and  I  will  write  you  fully 
regarding  my  interview  with  him. 

Do  you  remember  what  those  favors  were  that  Sherman  wanted 
you  to  do  here  lor  him?     This  was  October  6,  1909. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  that  at  the  present  time,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Xo.  3145  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Sims, 

18   It? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

In  the  last  few  weeks  I  have  seen  at  least  thirty  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican 
Party  in  the  Nation  in  the  interests  of  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  I  have  not  found  one 
yet  but  what  i^  pleased  to  assist  us  with  Secretary  MacVeagh  to  secure  a  place  upon 
the  tariff  commission  for  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

All  our  people  appreciate  very  much  the  support  of  our  Indiana  friends*. 
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3146,  3147  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  yoii  wrote  to  Kirby,  is  it  not? 
The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  one  paragraph  in  No.  3146  that 
might  be  read. 
Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 
The  Chaibman  (reading) : 

(3146,  3147.) 

October  6, 1909. 
John  Kirby,  Jr.,  Eea., 

President  National  Associatum  of  Manufacturers ^  Dayton^  Ohio. 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Kirbt:  For  several  days  of  last  week  I  was  in  Rhode  Island  and 
Massachusetts  on  a  mission  of  organization  work,  and  also  made  some  inquiries  while 
there  in  illation  to  Mr.  Schwedtman's  chances  for  appointment.  On  the  1st  and  2d 
I  attended  meetings,  one  in  Milford,  R.  I.,  and  anotner  in  Providence,  which  were 
gotten  up  for  me  by  Mr.  Ridge  and  others  of  those  cities  to  convince  me  of  the  n>lendid 
work  that  they  are  able  to  do  when  called  upon  in  that  location  to  help  Mr.  Aldrich. 
The  sentiment  of  Aldrich's  district  is  fairly  good  among  both  the  businefls  men  and  the 
labor  workers,  and  it  appears  to  me  now  tnat  he  will  have  an  easy  chance  to  return  to 
the  Senate  next  ^ear. 

While  in  I^rovidence  I  received  telegrams  from  Conffressman  Bennet,  chairman  of 
the  Republican  campaign  committee,  of  this  city,  and  also  a  phone  message  from  Vice 
President  Sherman's  secretarv,  and  they  called  up  our  office  here  in  New  York  and  also 
sent  several  telegrams  and  phone  messages  to  my  home  address  in  Baltimore.  They 
were  extremely  anxious  to  get  me  back  here  to  help  out  in  this  campaign.  Vice 
President  Sherman  ia  very  anxious  to  have  a  Republican  mayor  electea  in  this  city 
this  fall;  and  also  several  Members  of  Congress,  including  Mr.  Bennet,  Mr.  Dwight,  and 
others,  are  helping  out  and  will  be  extremely  grateful  if  we  can  give  them  any  aid.  I 
had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Bennet  and  Mr.  Sherman's  secretary  yesterday,  and  at  the 
request  of  the  Vice  President  I  am  going  to  Utica  to-night  and  nave  an  interview  with 
him  to-morrow  morning.  I  procured  for  them  yesterday,  through  the  Retail  Dry 
Goods  Association,  a  list  of  over  100,000  names  of  employees  of  Uiat  organization,  and 
to-day  I  got  several  thousand  more,  so  we  will  be  able  to  do  for  Sherman  what  he  wiahes 
done  and  make  an  extra  good  showing  in  this  city  this  fall  without  cost  to  our  organi- 
zation. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  copy  of  letter  I  received  from  Mr. 
Watson;  also,  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Henry  Bannan,  which  may  give  you  some 
information.  You  will  also  please  find  a  clipping  fit>m  the  Baltimore  News,  which 
will  be  pretty  near  the  program  we  will  be  up  against  when  Congress  meets  this  session. 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  this  afternoon  with  Judge  Davenport,  and  he  thinks  we 
will  have  the  fight  of  our  life  in  Washington  this  winter.  I  will  write  you  fully  of  my 
interview  with  Mr.  Sherman. 

.  3148,  3149  are  duplicates  of  3146,  3147. 
No.  3150,  addressed  to  Mr.  J.  G.  BatteUe,  I  think  should  be  read. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

You  say  that  you  would  like  to  have  any  information  that  I  may  be  able  to  give  you 
in  relation  to  Mr.  H.  E.  Miles  and  his  position  on  the  tariff  committee.  I  know  ikaX 
you  will  have  been  informed  from  this  office  before  this  letter  reaches  you  that  Mr. 
Miles  has  completely  resigned  from  all  of  our  tariff  committees.  Mr.  D.  A.  Tompkins 
has  taken  his  place  as  chairman  of  the  tariff  commission  committee,  and  I  feel  that 
the  tariff  agitation  for  some  time  is  over.  This,  I  am  strongly  under  the  impression,  will 
help  our  association  in  more  ways  than  one,  for  Mr.  Miles,  in  my  opimon  and  from 
what  I  have  seen  for  the  last  few  years  in  Washington,  has  done  great  injury  to  our 
omnization  with  the  leaders  of  both  parties  upon  the  tariff  question;  so  for  that  reason 
I  tnank  God  that  we  will  have  a  rest  on  tariff  for  some  time,  so  far  as  our  association  is 
concerned.  We  will  need  this  rest,  for  we  expect  a  very  strenuous  winter  in  Washing- 
ton this  coming  session,  as  the  labor  unions  will  make  the  strongest  fight  they  have 
ever  made  yet  to  realize  the  boycott  and  get  a  new  injunction  bill  before  Congress, 
and  from  what  we  can  see  by  Mr.  Taft's  speeches  and  the  aid  that  he  is  {^ving  them  at 
the  present  time  we  will  have  the  fight  of  our  lives,  and  by  the  time  this  fight  is  over 
the  tariff  issue  and  Mr.  Miles  will  be  foigotten. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3151  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3150. 
No.  3152  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3144. 
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No.  3153  I  am  going  to  read,  because  of  the  view  of  the  committee 
a  little  while  ago.     Is  that  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Gibson  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

(3153.) 

Washinoton,  D.  C,  October  7, 1909. 

D^AR  Colonel:  Mr.  Merrill  has  recommended  Ellsworth  ver}r  strongly  to  the 
director  as  his  successor  to  be  the  disbursing  clerk,  and  we  feel  sure  ifyou  could  come 
to  Washington  and  see  Mr.  Nagel  the  job  could  be  closed  up  and  HLlsworth  made. 
Merrill  will  be  with  us  for  a  short  time  yet,  and  we  hope  you  can  come  to  Washington 
at  an  early  day  and  land  Ellsworth. 

Sincerely,  Gibson. 

Sent  several  wires  and  letter  to  you  at  this  same  address. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Gibson. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  dated  October  7,  but  the  telegram  say- 
ing "Merrill  deal  closed;  ready  to  proceed;  see  letters  mailed  Hotel 
Imperiar'  is  dated  the  6th  of  October. 

No.  3154  is  another  telegram  from  Gibson,  which  reads: 

Ellsworth  wired  you  yesterday  above  address.    No  reply  received.    Answer. 

Geo.  W.  Gibson. 

That  is  a  telegram  you  got  from  Gibson,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  from  Gibson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3155  is  another  letter  from  Bannon,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  part  of  that  letter: 

When  Mr.  Bird  came  here  I  was  very  busy  in  court;  but  I  gave  him  all  the  time  I 
possibly  could,  attended  a  meeting  with  him  in  the  city,  and  I  believe  put  him  in 
the  way  of  doing  some  good. 

If  I  can  be  of  an^  service  to  you  next  winter,  let  me  know.  You  know  I  am  a  pretty 
good  hand  at  findmg  out  what  is  going  on. 

Yours,  truly,  Henry  Bannon. 

Do  you  know  what  he  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  You  mean  what  he  referred  to  by  "  what  Is  going 
on"? 
Senator  Reed.  Yes. 
Afr.  MiJLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

If  I  can  be  of  any  service  to  ]^ou  next  winter,  let  me  know.  You  know  I  am  a  pretty 
good  hand  at  finding  out  what  is  going  on. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Bannon  always  gave  us  information  regarding 
the  workings  of  the  Judiciary  Committee  while  he  was  on  it,  and  I 
suppose  that  is  what  he  refers  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Coming  here  to  Washington  to  work  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  would  be  wilUng  to,  I  understood  it  from  that 
letter. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  the  way  you  understood  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3156  is  a  letter  from  Sims  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says : 

Am  just  in  receipt  of  your  very  kind  favor.  I  assure  you  it  is  a  pleasure  of  all  of  us 
to  help  our  friends,  and  especially  those  who  stood  by  us  through  the  dark  hours  of 
the  late  fi^ht.  If  there  is  anything  that  I  may  be  able  to  accompli^  for  you  personally 
or  otherwise  I  shall  be  pleased  to  know  of  it. 
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No.  3157  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  aad  I  think  it  is  utterly  imim- 
portant. 

No.  3158  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Hoile,  secretary 
of  the  Manufacturers'  Association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  that  you  say: 

As  I  stated  to  you  briefly  this  morning,  some  of  our  members  are  arranging  to  meet 
the  candidate  for  mayor  on  the  Republican  ticket,  Mr.  Bannard,  and  the  Hon.  William 
H.  Bennet,  his  campaign  manager,  and  others,  at  the  Machinery  Club,  on  next  Mon- 
day at  12.30,  for  lunch.  We  would  be  greatlv  pleased  if  }[ou  would  join  us  on  this 
occasion.  There  will  be  eight  or  ten  members  m>m  our  association  present,  Mr.  Emery 
and  Mr.  Bird  among  them. 

I  would  like  to  know  if  there  was  anything  they  did  not  put  their 
noses  into. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  in  relation  to  a  banquet  at  the  Machinery 
Qub. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3159  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3158. 

I  hand  you  No.  3160.     What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Joy, 
who  was  a  director  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  just  a  little  of  this: 

Your  letter  of  September  7  was  received  by  me  yesterday.  I  am  extremely  sorry 
for  the  long  delay  m  gettinj^  your  letter,  but  as  I  have  been  continually  on  the  go 
in  different  congressional  districts  for  th^  last  few  weeks,  I  received  but  very  litue 
of  my  mail. 

Had  you  been  during  this  time  going  from  one  congressional  district 
to  another  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  direction  of  this  organization? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  going  to  this  congressional  district 
to  do  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  do  campaign  work;  what  they  called  general  field 
work ;  that  is,  looking  after  the  candidates  and  their  wants. 

Senator  Reed.  The  campaign  had  hardly  started  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  stated  yesterday  that  their  campaign  never  ended. 
It  was  the  entire  year  around. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3161  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3160. 

No.  3162  is  unimportant. 

3163,  3164  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  I  read  from  it  as 
follows: 

I  wrote  you  last  week  after  my  return  from  Rhode  Island,  and  for  the  last  few  days 
1  have  been  actively  engaged  here  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Sherman  and  other  national 
leaders  helping  out  in  the  city  campaign.  IS  early  the  entire  congressional  delegation 
of  this  State  is  greatly  interested  m  me  defeat  of  Tammany  Hall,  and  yesterday  I 
made  arrangements  through  Congressman  William  H.  Bennet  to  have  the  Kepublican 
candidate  for  mayor,  Mr.  Bannard,  Mr.  Pendeiigrast,  who  is  running  for  city  comp- 
troller, and  Mr.  Mitchell,  chairman  of  the  board  of  aldermen,  take  lunch  with  Messrs. 
Bird,  Boudinot,  Hoile,  Nevins,  ex-Oongressman  Watson,  Col.  Thayer,  of  Indianapolis, 
and  others,  at  the  Machinery  Club  in  this  city.  The  candidates  for  office  clearly 
outlined  their  plan  of  campaign,  a^nd  their  manager.  Congressman  Bennet,  anxiously 
solicited  our  aid  for  the  next  few  weeks.  I  have  oeen  very  successful  in  getting  help 
for  them  through  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  of  Greater  New  York,  and  I  have 
secured  for  them  through  the  secretaries  of  different  organizations  over  100,000  names, 
and  we  will  organize  meetings  for  them  to  help  them  out  for  the  balance  of  the  cam- 
paign.   This  work  will  be  done  entirely  without  cost  to  our  association.    Any  expenses 
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that  may  be  incurred  will  be  borne  by  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  AaBOciatLon,  Mr.  Bloom- 
in^dale,  the  head  of  that  organization,  asBuring  us  that  if  we  need  funds,  he  would 
nose  them  to  help  us  out. 

I  know  what  we  are  doing  here  will  neatly  please  the  Vice  President  and  other 
leaders  in  Congress,  for  I  have  seen  the  following  Members  of  Concress  from  the  New 
York  delegation  since  I  have  been  in  this  vicinity:  Hon.  William  W.  Cox,  Hon.  Otto 
G.  Foelker,  Hon.  Charles  B.  Law,  Hon.  Richard  Young.  Hon.  William  M.  Calder, 
Hon.  Geoijj^  N.  Southwick,  Hon.  Geoige  W.  Fairchilds,  Hon.  J.  Van  Vechten  Olcott, 
Hon.  William  8.  Bennet. 

All  of  these  gentlemen  are  actively  enga^|ed  here  in  the  city  campaign,  and  I  am 
positive  that  what  little  we  may  do  here  will  reflect  credit  upon  our  association  and 
help  us  in  the  coming  campaign  in  Washington  this  winter.  I  am  sending  you  this 
information  so  that  you  may  Imow  what  I  am  engaged  in  at  the  present  time,  and  I 
am  very  confident  of  getting  splendid  results,  which  I  feel  sure  will  please  yourself 
and  our  old  chief. 

No.  3165  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand*'  letter.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  this: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasing  interview  here  yesterday  with  our  friend,  the  Hon.  James 
£.  Watson,  and  Col.  Thayer,  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Watson  and  I  went  fully  over  the  tariff 
commission  situation,  and  I  am  ver^  much  pleased  with  the  interview  I  had  with  him 
upon  this  subject.  Mr.  Watson  believes,  as  I  do,  that  there  will  be  additional  members 
appointed  to  this  commission,  but  there  will  be  nothing  done  until  Congress  meets. 
Mr.  Watson  assures  me  that  he  will  be  in  Washington  all  next  winter,  and  he  and  I  will 
work  together  in  every  wa>r  we  possibly  can  to  get  results  in  relation  to  the  tariff  com- 
mission. Mr.  Watson  also  informs  me  that  just  as  soon  as  the  President  returns  he  will 
come  to  Washington  and  we  will  see  the  President  on  this  subject. 

The  Chairman.  3166,  3167  is  a  duplicate  of  3163,  3164;  that  is,  the 
letters  seem  to  be  duplicates. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3168  is  a  letter  that  I  think  is  unimportant. 
It  is  from  Gibson. 

No.  3169  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to  Gibson,  which  I  think  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3170  I  think  is  unimportant,  except  that  it  throws  light  on  the 
other  letters.  It  is  signed  '  J.  C.  Ochiltree,  secretary  to  the  president. " 
Had  he  become  secretary  to  the  president  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  Dayton  secretary  to  President  Kirby. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  inquire  who  wrote  No.  3169,  which 
is  addressed  to  George  Gibson?    It  sa^'s: 

I  have  been  informed  by  Mr.  Bennet,  the  chairman  of  the  city  committee  here,  that 
your  man  Ellsworth  has  been  appointed  in  Merriirs  place,  etc.* 

Senator  Reed.  Did  vou  write  No.  3169? 
Mr.  Mui^hall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3170  I  will  read  because  it  may  throw  light  on 
this  New  York  campaign.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3170.) 

Dayton,  Ohio,  October  13,  1909. 

Col.  M*.  M.  MuLHALL, 

Care  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Sir:  Youra  of  the  12th  instant,  addressed  to  Mr.  Kirby,  relating  to  the  civic 
campaign  in  New  York,  finds  Mr.  Kirby  absent  in  New  York  City,  and  when  he 
returns  the  latter  part  of  the  week  your  letter  will  be  submitted  to  him  for  consid- 
eration . 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  C.  Ochiltree, 

Secretary  to  the  President* 
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No.  3171  I  think  is  unimportant.  It  is  about  that  Ellsworth 
matter. 

No.  3172  is  merely  a  short  account  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

3173-3176  are  duplicates  of  Nos.  3177,  3178. 

3177,  3178  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this  association, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Part  of  the  time  covered  by  that  account  you  were 
engaged  in  the  campaign  in  New  York,  were  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  Providence. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  campaim  going  on  in  Providence  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  campaign  to  help  Senator  Aldrich,  or  get 
information  for  Senator  Aldrich. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  tliis  item: 

For  entertaining  six  members  of  the  hotel  clerks'  association,  $5.50. 

Did  you  entertain  these  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  Mltlhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3179,  I  think,  is  utterly  unimportant. 

3180-3187  appears  to  be  some  sort  of  brief  or  some  law  or  proposed 
eight-hour  law  m  Massachusetts.  Can  you  tell  us  where  you  got 
that  or  what  it  is  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  an  act,  I  think,  given  to  me  by  Mr. 
C.  C.  Cox,  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works,  Boston,  Mass. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  an  argument  there  about  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think. 

The  next.  No.  3188,  is  simply  a  bill  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

No.  3189  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3190,  3191,  3192  is  another  bill  rendered  this  association. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  'So  also  is  3193,  3194,  3225,  3226.  That  is  a  copy 
of  a  bill  which  vou  rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  31 95  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  letter: 

(3195.) 

October  20,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers^  Dayton^  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  For  the  last  few  days  I  have  been  devoting  my  time  between 
Maryland  and  this  city,  and  just  as  soon  as  1  learn  that  Senator  Aldricn  is  back  I  shall 
go  to  Rhode  Island  to  see  him,  as  requested  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  others  of  the  legis- 
lative committee  of  our  association,  and  get  his  expression  as  to  how  he  stands  regarding 
the  policy  of  our  association.  We  are  holding  our  friends  in  this  vicinity  throigh  the 
work  we  are  doing,  and  I  feel  positive  that  we  are  pleasing  Mudd  and  the  others  in 
Maryland,  and  Sherman  and  our  friends  here. 

I  was  extremely  pleased  with  your  article  in  American  Indi  stries  for  October,  ask- 
ing: ''Where  does  President  Taft  stand?"  Several  of  the  politicians  of  this  city  have 
called  my  notice  to  your  article,  and  the  chairman  of  the  city  committee  in  Baltimore, 
Mr.  Piatt,  and  others  commented  likewise,  and  they  all  think  it  is  the  right  kind  of  an 
article  at  the  right  time.  If  orr  people  had  taken  this  stand  six  months  ago  and 
demanded  from  the  Republican  leaders  what  belongs  to  us,  Taft  world  never  have  made 
his  Chicago  labor  speech.  I  have  been  urging  Emery,  Bird,  and  the  others  to  carry 
out  such  a  policy  as  this,  and  I  thank  God  that  you  have  had  the  courage  to  go  ahead 
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and  convince  the  leaden  of  the  Republican  Party  that  they  are  playing  poor  politics 
by  continuing  to  toady  to  their  enemies  and  ours. 

I  had  a  short  interview  with  Mr.  Sherman  in  New  York,  and  when  I  called  his 
attention  to  the  President's  speech,  he  answered  my  remarks  by  wanting  to  know 
if  we  were  not  politicians  ana  if  we  could  not  understand  the  Presidenrs  speech. 
I  answered  him  that  I  thought  it  was  very  poor  policy  for  the  President  to  make  such 
a  speech,  and  that  if  they  wished  to  have  a  Kepublican  Congress  next  year,  they 
must  change  their  policv  and  support  the  business  men  and  manufacturers  who  won 
out  for  them  last  year  all  over  this  Nation.  The  old  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party, 
such  as  Quay  and  McKinley,  have  always  sought  the  aid  of  the  manufacturers  to  carry 
them  to  victory,  but  the  so-called  "new  leaders,"  such  as  Postmaster  General  Hitch- 
cock, Congressman  Parsons,  of  this  city,  the  Republican  boss,  and  a  few  others,  seem 
to  think  it  is  good  policy  to  continually  strike  at  the  manufacturer.  This  is  plainly 
to  be  seen  in  the  present  campaign  in  this  city,  and  where  the  Republicans  had  a 

food  chance  to  win  two  weeks  ago  they  are  steadily  losing  ground  under  Parsons, 
iitchcock,  and  the  rest  on  account  of  these  very  same  tactics. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  continue  to  fire  a  few  more  bombs  into  their  ranks 
such  as  you  have  fired,  and  I  am  very  proud  to  learn  that  our  legislative  committee 
will  call  on  the  President  just  as  soon  as  he  returns  and  request  him  to  keep  out  of  his 
message  to  Congress  anv  recommendations  to  help  the  leaders  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor  in  the  policies'  they  are  mapping  out  for  the  coming  winter. 

At  my  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Bird  I  suggested  that  that  article  ought  to 
be  sent  to  the  Cabinet  ministers  and  to  every  Member  of  Congress,  so  that  it  would 
reach  Mr.  Taft  in  many  ways  and  let  him  know  that  he  will  have  a  Democratic  Con- 
gress on  his  hands  if  he  continued  to  give  aid  to  Mr.  Gompers  and  that  crowd  of  pirates. 
Hoping  that  you  have  returned  safely,  believe  me  to  be. 

Very  faithfully,  yours,  . 

The  next  letter,  No.  3197,  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3198,  addressed  to  Mr.  Booth,  I  think  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  Booth  of  the  hatters,  is  it  not  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know.     It  is  addressed  ''Dear  Friend  Ed." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Then  that  ia  the  labor  leader  in  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3199  is  a  Carson  letter,  which  I  think  is  unim- 
portant. 

I  think  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  No.  3200. 

No.  3201  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Hanch, 
of  the  Xordyke  &  Marmon  Co.,  of  Indianapolis.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Hanch  :  I  was  extremely  pleased  to  see  you  in  this  city,  and  I  feel  that 
the  talk  I  had  with  you  did  me  a  lot  ol  good,  for  there  is  nothing  that  makes  a  fellow 
feel  80  good  as  to  know  that  he  has  a  true  and  sincere  friend.  After  leaving  you  I  met 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  had  an  extended  interview  with  him,  and  he  told  me  that  there 
was  a  vacancy  on  the  legi  dative  committee  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense — 

Did  this  National  Organization  for  Industrial  Defense  have  a 
legislative  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  that  was  Mr.  Emery's  committee.  Mr. 
Hanch  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  several  others  came  to  Washington 
at  different  times,  and  I  guess  Mr.  Emery  managed  that  affair  of  it. 
I  saw  very  little  of  those  gentlemen  when  thev  came  here,  because 
Mr.  Emery  generally  manipulated  that  part  of  the  work. 

Senator  Reed.  Anyway,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  you  that  informa- 
tion, did  he  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  that  information,  that  there  was 
a  committee  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further — 

and  I  suggested  vour  name  for  the  appointment.  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you 
would  accept  it  if  it  is  tendered  to  you,  for  I  know  that  you  would  make  a  splendid 
member  of  the  committee,  and  there  is  nothing  on  earth  that  would  please  me  better 
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than  to  have  you  meet  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  and  be  in  cloee  touch  with 
them,  as  you  woiild  be  if  you  were  a  member  of  this  committee. 

In  mv  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  last  week  in  this  city  he  stated  that  he  would  be 
in  Washington  four  months  of  next  year,  so  I  would  like  to  see  you  in  cloee  touch 
with  Watson  and  the  Indiana  leaders,  for  I  am  positive  that  Watson  will  be  the  candi- 
date for  governor  again,  and  you  and  he  are  yoimg  and  strong  and  would  make  a  great 
team  for  good  work  in  the  future. 

I  will  be  in  Washington  all  next  winter,  so  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
that  you  were  placed  on  the  legislative  committee  alone  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  which 
will  give  me  a  chance  to  see  you  often  and  which  womd  enable  us  to  do  good  work 
for  our  splendid  organization. 

It  appears  from  that  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  a  member  of  this 
le^lative  committee. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe,  after  you  read  that  letter,  it  explained  it 
was  the  lerislative  committee  of  this  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Keed.  Ah,  that  is  the  committee  of  100  that  was  created 
at  the  Indianapolis  banquet? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  At  the  Indianapolis  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  an  executive  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  they 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  think  they  also  had  a  legislative  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  they  subdivided  that  committee  so  that 
there  were  several  prominent  gentlemen  who  took  a  leading  part 
when  they  came  here,  such  as  Mr.  Cobb  and  ex-Gov.  Guild,  and 
people  that  Mr.  Cobb  would  call  to  Washington  here 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  state  now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  a 
number  of  men  representing  this  Manufacturers'  Association  did  come 
to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  looking  after  matters  legislative  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  on  frequent  occasions. 

Senator  Reed.  Whether  they  represented  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  or  whether  they  represented  the  tariff  commis- 
sion organization,  or  whether  they  represented  the  Manufacturers' 
Association,  it  was  some  one  of  these  allied  concerns  that  they  came 
here  to  represent  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  mav  I  make  an  inquiry?  I  offered  to  the 
committee  some  time  ago  tlie  names  of  a  numoer  of  persons  to  be 
subpoenaed,  one  of  whom  lately  got  the  information  as  to  this  tariff 
association,  which  had  its  headquarters  in  New  York  and  which,  I 
think,  had  headquarters  here  for  a  while.  That  association  has  put 
out  considerable  literature.  It  covers  the  names  of  all  those  com- 
mittees to  which  you  have  referred,  and  we  can  give  you  all  the 
literature  along  that  line. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  kindly  have  your  bookkeeper  here  to- 
morrow morning? 

Mr.  Emery.  My  bookkeeper? 

Senator  Reed.  The  bookKeeper  of  this  association. 

Mr.  Emery.  He  is  in  Wash'mgton.  He  has  been  in  touch  with  the 
committee  since  yesterday  afternoon. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  that. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  bookkeeper? 

Mr.  Mc(^ARTER.  He  has  been  here  for  two  days. 

The  Chairman.  I  knew  he  was  here;  but  I  asked  Mr.  Emery  if  he 
had  a  bookkeeper. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3202  is  unimportant.  No.  3203  is  a  duplicate 
of  3202. 

No.  3204  is  unimportant. 

No.  3205  is  unimportant. 

No.  3206  may  be  of  some  importance.  That  is  a  Hanch  letter. 
It  is  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall  and,  in  part,  reads  as  follows: 

Your  esteemed  favor  of  the  2l8t  is  at  hand,  and  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  all  of  the  kind 
things  you  have  said.  It  was  equally  a  pleasure  to  me  to  have  a  chance  to  be  with 
you  again,  and  I  am  only  sorry  tnat  I  did  not  see  you  a  longer  time  before  I  left  NeW 
York  to  have  an  opportunity  to  be  more  with  you.  Of  course,  it  will  be  quite  an 
honor  to  be  appointed  a  member  of  the  legislative  committee,  and  if  appointed  the ' 
honor  would  be  duly  appreciated.  As  to  whether  or  not  I  can  actively  serve  if  placed 
on  the  committee  I  can  hardly  say  at  this  time. 

That  is  simed  **C.  C.  Hanch.'' 
No.  3207  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3208  L9  a  small  hotel  bill,  and  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 
No.  3209  is  unimportant. 
No.  3210  is  unimportant. 
No.  3211  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3210. 

No.  3212  I  think  is  unimportant,  except  the  postscript,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

P.  S. — Senator  Bristow,  of  Kansas,  spoke  before  the  Citizens*  Industrial  Association 
last  Tuesday  night.  I  believe  Mr.  Emery  has  succeeded  in  becoming  fairly  well 
acquainted  with  him,  but  the  Senator  knows  practically  nothing  about  the  labor 
question. 

No.  3213  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3214  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3215  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that: 

(3215.) 

Dayton,  Ohio,  October  23,  1909. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  On  my  return  yesterday  I  found  your  favors  of  the  13th  and- 
20th f  and  was  especially  interested  in  what  you  say  in  the  latter  letter. 

I  don't  believe  it  would  do  us  any  harm  if  Mr.  Taft  should  accidentally  or  other- 
wise happen  to  read  what  I  had  to  say  about  his  Chicago  speech,  nor  do  I  think  it 
will  do  any  harm  to  let  the  politicians  generally  know  about  it.  They  will  be  th& 
better  prepared  for  the  "iniquities"  that  are  to  come  if  they  get  a  few  expressionB: 
from  us  as  to  what  we  think  of  Taft's  ** battledore  and  shuttlecock"  policy. 
Very  tnily.  yours, 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Care  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

270  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.  i 

No.  3216  is  another  account  which  you  rendered  the  association, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3217  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3216. 

No.  3218  is  in  regard  to  a  personal,  family  matter,  and  I  think  it 
should  be  stricken  out. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  be  so  marked. 

3219,  3220  is  a  letter  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3221  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3222  is  imimportant. 
No.  3223  is  unimportant. 

No.  3224  is  a  letter  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about.  That  is  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Miles,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Part  of  the  letter  reads  as  follows: 

I  just  happen  to  run  across  a  letter  I  sent  to  our  tariff  executive  committee  June 
17th,  the  first  part  of  which  reads  as  follows: 

"I  am  in  receipt  this  morning  of  letter  from  our  legislative  friend  in  Washington 
reading  as  follows: 

**  'No  one  can  know  definitely  at  all  about  what  situation  the  bill  wiU  be  in  by  that 
time.'  *' 

Do  you  know  who  that  legislative  friend  was  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3227  is  a  duplicate  of  3193,  3194. 

No.  3228  is  a  duplicate  of  3225,  3226. 

No.  3229  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3227. 

No.  3230  is  unimportant. 

No.  3231  is  unimportant. 

No.  3232  I  think  is  unimportant.     It  is  a  newspaper  article. 

No.  3233  is  unimportant. 

3234-3236  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  It  ought  to  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  3234-3236  appears  to  be  altogether  personal,  and 
it  should  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

3237-3239  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  is  it 
notf 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  a  paragraph  or  two  of  this  letter: 

I  fully  believe  from  infonnation  I  am  receiving  that  Free.  Taft  has  l&iKe  pressure 
brought  upon  him  from  the  Eastern  States  by  the  labor  unions  to  get  the  President's 
aid  tnis  wmter  to  assist  them  in  their  program  and  to  carry  out  their  policies.  I  was 
completely  surprised  to  see  how  the  labor  unions  are  in  charge  of  the  affairs  in  Boston. 
That  city  is  completely  run  by  the  labor  organizations.  I  not  only  got  this  from  the 
gentleman  I  mentioned  above,  but  I  also  got  it  from  Mr.  Alfred  E.  Cox,  treasurer 
and  manager  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works  of  East  Boston,  Mass.,  and  he  assured  me  that 
Sen.  Crane  and  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  were  taking  their  orders  from 
the  labor  unions,  and  he  agrees  with  me  that  Roosevelt  and  Taft  are  largely  influenced 
by  t^e  eastern  Senators  and  the  congressional  delegation  from  that  State. 

While  working  here  in  New  York  City  I  was  calleid  East  by  Mr.  Bird  and  introduced 
to  Mr.  Cox,  and  was  instructed  by  Mr.  fiird  to  assist  Mr.  Cox  in  an>[  way  I  could  do  so. 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Cox  I  started  some  labor  workers  to  aid  Gov.  Draper.  I 
found  that  there  were  two  very  large  and  strong  organizations  of  labor  in  Boston,  the 
Knights  of  Labor  and  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.  Both  of  these  organiza- 
tions are  fighting  each  other  all  over  the  countr^r,  so  it  would  take  but  very  little  work 
in  that  section  to  get  the  assistance  of  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  be  used  against  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor.    This  I  tried  to  do  while  there. 

I  ^ot  eijrht  or  ten  workers  from  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  do  campaign  work,  and  I 
was  in  daily  touch  witii  the  men  for  the  few  days  I  was  there.  I  feel  confident  that 
the  labor  unions  are  not  effective,  so  far  as  politics  are  concerned,  and  it  would  not 
take  much  work  to  show  to  the  politicians  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  has 
but  very  little  influence  in  the  Eastern  States,  and  if  there  was  an  active  campaign 
carried  out  U>r  a  few  months  I  feel  that  it  would  do  our  organization  a  very  large  amoimt 
of  good  in  Washington  and  to  show  to  the  eastern  Senators  that  the  labor  unions  have 
no  more  voting  strength  than  they  showed  at  the  election  just  closed  in  Maryland, 
for  I  am  very  proud  to  state  to  vou  that  we  completely  cleaned  out  Gompers  and  his 
crowd  in  Baltmiore  and  in  and,  around  Maryland.  We  elected  Mr.  Carson,  who  is 
strongly  antilabor,  as  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  of  Baltimore,  and  Mr.  Hanson  for  sheriff. 
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I  will  omit  what  follows;  and  then,  further  down,  we  find  this: 

We  helped  Senator  Aldrich  in  Rhode  Island.  His  man  for  governor  won  out  in 
that  State  and  his  candidate  for  mayor  won  in  the  city  of  Providence.  The  election 
in  this  city  went  about  the  way  we  wanted  it,  and  it  will  do  oiur  association  a  laige 
amount  of  good  in  the  future  if  we  need  it. 

No.  3240,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3241  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3240. 
No.  3242,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3243, 1  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3244  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3243. 
No.  3245,  I  thiuK,  is  unimportant, 

3246-3248  is  a  **I)ear  Ferdinand"  letter,  and  I  call  attention  par- 
ticularly to  this  Ln  that  letter: 

On  the  22nd  ult.  Mr.  Bird  phoned  to  me  from  Boston  to  come  there  at  once,  so  I 
went  there  and  met  Mr.  Alfred  E.  Cox,  a  member  of  our  organization. 

Then  I  think  the  letter  practically  repeats  what  we  read  a  little 
bit  a«o  about  the  situation  in  the  East,  and  the  influence  of  these 
people. 

Senator  Walsh.  On  the  next  page  of  that  letter  I  cad  attention 
particularly  to  the  following: 

For  the  last  year  I  have  been  doing  organization  work  in  Rhode  Island.  Many  of 
the  old  workers  that  we  had  working  there  five  ^rears  ago  were  acting  in  the  late  cam- 
paign for  Senator  Aldrich  and  his  ticket  in  Providence,  and  the  Republicans  won  all 
along  the  line  in  that  State. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following. 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  Cobb  also  in  relation  to  the  appointments  made  by  the 
President  on  the  Tariff  Conunission.  and  he  is  strongly  under  the  impression  that 
Taft  will  appoint  two  more  men  on  that  conunission,  and  he  states  that  ^ou  are  his 
dioice  for  the  appointment,  and  he  will  do  anything  he  possiblv  can  to  aid  you. 

We  have  made  many  new  friends  in  the  big  city  of  New  York  here  since  last  spring, 
and  I  am  perfectly  confident  that  if  we  need  any  Democratic  aid  in  Congress  this 
winter  that  there  are  several  Members  of  Congress  from  this  city  who  will  be  glad  to 
help  us. 

The  next  letter  is  No.  3249,  which  is  unimportant. 

No.  3250  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  H.  E.  Miles,  Is  it  not! 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

Your  very  kind  favor  of  the  2nd  inst.  has  been  received  and  carefully  noted.  Of 
course  everything  you  say  in  your  letter  I  know  to  be  facts,  and  it  was  not  anything 
new  to  me.  1  have  stated  to  you  frequently  that  you  were  not  treated  fairly  by  our 
friends  in  Washington,  and  1  am  extremely  pleased  to  see  that  you  are  going  to  per- 
severe and  not  be  driven  out  of  the  field. 

3251,  3252  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  I  think  is  unimportant. 
It  relates  to  the  Portsmouth  strike  matters. 
No.  3253  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3254,  3255  is  a  Dr.  Crockett  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3256  is  a  Cox  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3257  is  another  Cox  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3258  is  a  letter  to  Booth,  and  I  think  that  is  unimportant. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  No.  3257  might  be  read. 
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Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3257.) 

The  Atlantic  Works, 
East  Boston^  November  8, 1909. 

Dear  Col.  Mulhall:  You  mimmderBtood  me  as  to  Senators  Lodee  &  Crane.  Neither 
of  them  is  owned  or  controlled  hy  "labor.''  They  can  always  oe  depended  on  to 
stand  against  all  revolutionanr  l^islation. 

Please  correct  this  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

Yours,  A.  E.  Cox. 

Is  No.  3257  a  letter  which  you  received  from  A.  E.  Cox  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  The  Atlantic  Works. 
No.  3259  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman.     I  read  only  the 
following  portion  of  it: 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  returned  to  the  city  yesterday  and  so  did  I.  There  is  a  lot  of  cor- 
respondence on  hand,  which  will  prevent  a  long  letter  to  you  at  this  time.  How- 
ever, Mr.  Van  Cleave  thoroughly  appreciates  all  the  good  work  that  you  have  done 
in  Maryland,  Rhode  Island,  and  Massachusetts,  and  ne  notes  with  special  interest 
what  you  say  about  a  visit  to  Washington. 

Such  a  visit  is  now  contemplated  for  November  19,  providing  Mr.  Taft  will  be  in 
Washington  at  that  time.  The  delegation  very  likely  will  be  made  up  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  Mr.  Kirby,  Mr.  Jarvis,  Mr.  Hanch,  Mr.  Emery,  Mr.  Bird,  and  yours  truly. 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  feels  that  it  would  be  best  not  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Taft  until, 
say,  about  the  18th,  and  at  that  time  to  make  arrangements  for  this  visit  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  19th.  You  are  more  familiar  with  things  in  Washington  than  anyone  else. 
Do  you  think  this  would  be  a  good  plan?    Please  write  or  wire  us  about  it. 

I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to  read  the  rest  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  read  this  paragraph : 

At  this  time  I  want  to  also  acknowledge  your  short  letter  of  November  6  to  me.  I 
note  that  you  expect  to  write  on  Monday,  which  letter  would  reach  me  to-morrow. 
I  am  really  much  concerned  about  Vice  President  Sherman's  visit.  Somehow,  I 
feel  that  he  was  not  sincere  in  his  promise.  I  felt  that  it  was  best  to  leave  this  matter 
to  you,  but  unless  he  gives  you  some  satisfaction  ripht  soon  I  will  have  to  write  him 
and  get  him  to  either  say  when  he  can  come  or  call  it  off. 

What  was  the  purpose  of  this  delegation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  St.  Louis  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  visit  the  President  in  respect  to  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  clerk  to  the  bottom  of 
this  page  in  the  print,  where  "3260*'  stands  out  only  as  a  number, 
with  nothing  to  indicate  what  it  is. 

3261,  3262,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3263  is  unimportant. 

No.  3264  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  From  whom  ? 

Senator  Reed.  From  Mr.  Loudenslager.  I  think  it  is  sufficiently 
identified. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  \nll  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

(3264.) 

CoMMrrTEE  ON  Pensions,  House  of  Representatfves, 

Washington,  D.  C, 
Ccwicfen,  N.  J.,  November  11,  1909. 
[Personal.] 
Mr.  John  Kirbt,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers ,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  the  9th  inst.  received.  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  there  Ib 
no  campaign  or  agitation  for  the  further  revision  of  the  tariff  by  the  National  Associa- 
tion  of  M^ 
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I  am  of  the  opinion  that  something  must  be  done  to  change  the  present  attitude  of 
many  of  the  people  of  the  Middle  West  and  Far  West  regarding  the  tariff  question. 

From  the  various  newspaper  clippings  I  receive,  as  well  as  the  information  given 
me  bv  friends  who  travel  through  that  section,  1  am  inclined  to  think  there  are  many 
people  who  feel  that  the  last  revision  of  the  tariff  was  not  radical  enough;  they  seem 
to  tnink  ^e  present  tariff  on  a  large  number  of  manufactured  goods  is  entirely  too  high 
and  that  they  are  compelled  to  pay  more  for  what  they  use  of  those  products  than  they 
should  p)ay  or  would  pay  if  the  tariff  was  reduced.  Tliey  seem  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  their  prosperity  is  largely  because  of  the  employment  of  the  large  army  of  Ameri- 
can workmen  at  good  wages,  and  that  these  workmen  are  able  to  Duy  more  of  their 
products  and  pay  more  for  them. 

I  am  confident  that  unless  the  opinion  held  by  many  of  these  people  is  in  some  way 
changed  they  will  be  able  to  cause  an  agitation  for  further  revision  downward  in  the 
next  Congress,  and  while  they  may  not  be  able  to  pass  a  bill  of  such  a  character,  such 
agitation  will,  in  a  measure,  disturb  business. 

Something  should  be  done  to  present  the  true  facts  to  these  people,  and  to  my  mind 
more  effective  work  can  be  done  by  those  who  reside  in  that  section  of  the  coimtry 
rather  than  by  those  of  the  East,  either  by  individuals  or  by  associations,  as  the  people 
in  that  section  of  the  country  seem  to  be  very  vindictive  toward  eastern  interests. 

Senator  Reed.  3266,  3265  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall, 
and  I  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  have  your  letter  of  November  8,  and  I  am  ever  o  sorry  to  see  that  you  are  dis- 
couraged with  your  work.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  assiire  you  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
and  I  know  that  your  work  has  been  of  immense  value,  but  I  know  also  that  Mr. 
Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery  and  most  of  our  other  friends  and  associates  are  thoroughly 
impressed  with  the  importance  of  your  work  and  with  your  ability  as  the  chief  of  our 
political  activities.  I  can  not  help  but  feel  that  there  is  not  in  the  mind  of  a  single 
man  connected  with  our  aasociation  a  desire  to  hurt  you  or  to  lessen  your  efficiency, 
but  you  know  we  all  have  to  learn  by  experience. 

Then  furthei*  along  in  the  letter  I  read  the  following: 

I  am  confident  that  while  you  mention  no  names  in  your  letter  you  are  alluding  to 
Mr.  Bird.  We  are  close  enough  friends  to  speak  out  plainly  about  matters  of  this 
Idnd,  and  I  want  you  to  always  feel  that  you  can  say  to  me  whatever  you  like  and 
tell  me  whatever  troubles  you,  knowing  all  the  while  that  your  secrets  are  as  safe 
with  me  as  if  you  had  buried  them  twenty  feet.  Now,  I  honestly  believe  that  Mr. 
Bird  thinks  about  as  much  of  you  as  most  men,  but  vou  know  we  all  have  different 
ways  of  showing  our  friendship.  Take  my  advice,  ola  man,  and  go  right  ahead  doing 
your  duty  and  care  not  what  may  be  said  or  done,  especially  pay  no  attention  to 
insinuations  and  rumors  which  come  to  you  second  or  third  hand.  There  seem  to  be 
some  people  who  take  special  delight  in  making  a  mountain  out  of  a  molehill,  and  they 
are  the  ones  to  be  most  afraid  of.  We  all  know  that  Mr.  Bird  is  probably  not  as  senti- 
mental and  as  sensitive  as  you  and  I  are.  It  may  be  that  is  a  fault  with  us;  but  I  for 
one  would  not  care  to  change  it,  because  while  a  lack  of  sensitiveness  might  cause  us 
less  grief,  it  would  also  give  us  less  joy. 

That  is  a  touching  sentiment.     Tell  us,  now,  what  was  the  trouble  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  felt  all  along  since  Mr.  Bird  came  into  the  organi- 
zation that  it  was  going  back  to  the  old  secretive  system  which  was 
used  in  the  Gushing  administration.  While  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and 
Mr.  Schwedtman  were  in  the  organization  the  fighting,  to  my  mind, 
was  open  and  aboveboard,  and  I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  sincere, 
and  made  a  splendid,  active  campaigner  along  those  lines. 

When  Mr.  feirby  and  Mr.  Bird  took  hold  of  the  organization  they 
commenced  to  advocate  going  back  to  the  secretive  system.  I  felt 
that  more  in  every  interview  or  talk  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Bird — 
that  there  should  not  be  any  letter  writing;  that  there  should  be  as 
much  as  possible  cut  out.  He  and  I,  at  different  times,  I  believe 
twice  in  his  office,  had  a  very  warm  discussion  along  those  lines.  I 
also  met  Mr.  Bird  down  at  the  beach  on  one  of  his  vacations — ^I 
think  at  the  time  that  he  had  brought  me  there  to  see  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  ahead  of  this  time  or  back  of  it  ? 
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No.  3157  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  and  I  think  it  is  utterly  unim- 
portant. 

No.  3158  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Hoile,  secretary 
of  the  Manufacturers'  Association ! 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  In  that  you  say: 

As  I  stated  to  you  briefly  this  momiiig,  some  of  our  members  are  arranging  to  meet 
the  candidate  for  mayor  on  the  Republican  ticket,  Mr.  Bannard,  and  the  Hon.  William 
H.  Bennet,  his  campaign  manager,  and  others,  at  the  Machinery  Club,  on  next  Mon- 
day at  12.30,  for  lunch.  We  would  be  greatlv  pleased  if  you  would  join  us  on  this 
occasion.  There  will  be  eight  or  ten  members  mm  ova  association  present,  Mr.  Emery 
and  Mr.  Bird  among  them. 

I  would  like  to  know  if  there  was  anything  they  did  not  put  their 
noses  into. 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  That  was  in  relation  to  a  banquet  at  the  Machinery 
Qub. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3159  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3158. 

I  hand  you  No.  3160.     What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Joy, 
who  was  a  director  of  the  Manufacturers'  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  just  a  little  of  this: 

Your  letter  of  September  7  was  received  by  me  yesterday.  I  am  extremely  sorry 
for  the  long  delay  m  getting  your  letter,  but  as  I  have  been  continually  on  the  eo 
in  different  congressional  districts  for  th^  last  few  weeks,  1  received  but  very  litUe 
of  my  mail. 

Had  you  been  during  this  time  going  from  one  congressional  district 
to  anotner  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  direction  of  this  organization? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  going  to  this  congressional  district 
to  do  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  do  campaign  work;  what  they  called  general  field 
work;  that  is,  looking  after  the  candidates  and  their  wants. 

Senator  Reed.  The  campaign  had  hardly  started  at  this  time. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  stated  yesterday  that  their  campaign  never  ended. 
It  was  the  entire  year  around. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3161  is  a  dupUcate  of  No.  3160. 

No.  3162  is  unimportant. 

3163,  3164  is  another  '^Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  I  read  from  it  as 
follows: 

I  wrote  you  last  week  after  my  return  from  Rhode  Island,  and  for  the  last  few  days 
I  have  been  actively  engaged  here  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Shennan  and  other  national 
leaders  helping  out  in  the  city  campaign.  Nearly  the  entire  congressional  delegation 
of  this  State  is  greatly  interested  m  the  defeat  of  Tammany  Hall,  and  yesterday  I 
made  arrangements  through  Congressman  William  H.  Bennet  to  have  the  Kepublican 
candidate  for  mayor,  Mr.  Bannard,  Mr.  Pendergrast,  who  is  running  for  city  comp- 
troller, and  Mr.  Mitchell,  chairman  of  the  board  of  aldermen,  take  lunch  with  Messrs. 
Bird,  Boudinot,  Hoile,  Nevins,  ex-Congressman  Watson,  Col.  Thayer,  of  Indianapolis, 
and  others,  at  the  Machinery  Club  in  this  city.  The  candidates  for  office  clearly 
outlined  their  plan  of  campaign,  a^d  their  manager.  Congressman  Bennet,  anxiously 
solicited  our  aid  for  the  next  few  weeks.  I  have  been  very  successful  in  getting  help 
for  them  through  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  of  Greater  New  York,  and  I  have 
secured  for  them  through  the  secretaries  of  different  organizations  over  100,000  names, 
and  we  will  organize  meetings  for  them  to  help  them  out  for  the  balance  of  the  cam- 
paign .    This  work  will  be  done  entirely  without  cost  to  our  association.    Any  expenses 
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that  may  be  incurred  will  be  borne  by  the  Retail  Dry  GoocLs  Association,  Mr.  Bloom- 
in^dale,  the  head  of  that  organization,  assuring  us  that  if  we  need  funds,  he  would 
nose  them  to  help  us  out. 

I  know  what  we  are  doing  here  will  greatly  please  the  Vice  President  and  other 
leaders  in  Congress,  for  I  have  seen  the  following  Members  of  Confin^ess  from  the  New 
York  delegation  since  I  have  been  in  this  vicinity:  Hon.  William  W.  Cox,  Hon.  Otto 
G.  Foelker,  Hon.  Charles  B.  Law,  Hon.  Richard  Young,  Hon.  William  M.  Calder, 
Hon.  Geoi]^  N.  Southwick,  Hon.  George  W.  Fairchilds,  Hon.  J.  Van  Vechten  Olcott, 
Hon.  William  S.  Bennet. 

All  of  these  gentlemen  are  actively  enga^d  here  in  the  city  campaign,  and  I  am 
positive  that  what  little  we  may  do  here  will  reflect  credit  upon  our  association  and 
help  us  in  the  coming  campaign  in  Washington  this  winter.  I  am  sending  you  this 
information  so  that  you  may  know  what  I  am  engaged  in  at  the  present  time,  and  I 
am  very  confident  of  getting  splendid  results,  which  I  feel  sure  will  please  yourself 
and  our  old  chief. 

No.  3165  is  another  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  I  want  to  call 
attention  to  this: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasing  interview  here  yesterday  with  our  friend,  the  Hon.  James 
£.  Watson,  and  Col.  Thayer,  of  Indiana.  Mr.  Watson  and  I  went  fully  over  the  tariff 
commission  situation,  and  I  am  very  much  pleased  with  the  interview  I  had  with  him 
upon  this  subject.  Mr.  Watson  beheves,  as  I  do,  that  there  will  be  additional  members 
appointed  to  this  commission,  but  there  will  be  nothing  done  until  Congress  meets. 
Mr.  Watson  assures  me  that  he  will  be  in  Washington  all  next  winter,  and  he  and  I  will 
work  together  in  every  wa)r  we  possibly  can  to  get  results  in  relation  to  the  tariff  com- 
mission. Mr.  Watson  also  informs  me  that  just  as  soon  as  the  President  returns  he  will 
come  to  Washington  and  we  will  see  the  President  on  this  subject. 

The  Chairman.  3166,  3167  is  a  duplicate  of  3163,  3164;  that  is,  the 
letters  seem  to  be  duplicates. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3168  is  a  letter  that  I  think  is  unimportant. 
It  is  from  Gibson. 

No.  3169  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  to  Gibson,  which  I  think  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3170  I  think  is  unimportant,  except  that  it  throws  light  on  the 
other  letters.  It  is  signed '  *  J.  C.  Ochiltree,  secretary  to  the  president. '' 
Had  he  become  secretary  to  the  president '  *         . 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  Dayton  secretary  to  President  Kirby. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  inquire  who  wrote  No.  3169,  which 
is  addressed  to  George  Gibson?    It  says: 

I  have  been  informed  by  Mr.  Bennet,  the  chairman  of  the  city  committee  here,  that 
your  man  Ellsworth  has  been  appointed  in  Merriirs  place,  etc. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  write  No.  3169? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3170  I  will  read  because  it  may  throw  light  on 
this  New  York  campaign.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3170.) 

Dayton,  Ohio,  October  IS,  1909. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Care  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  the  12th  instant,  addressed  to  Mr.  Kirby,  relating  to  the  civic 
campaign  in  New  York,  finds  Mr.  Kirby  absent  in  New  York  City,  and  when  he 
returns  the  latter  part  of  the  week  your  letter  will  be  submitted  to  him  for  consid- 
eration . 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  C.  Ochiltree, 

Secretary  to  the  President, 
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No.  3171  I  think  is  unimportant.  It  is  about  that  Ellsworth 
matter. 

No.  3172  is  merely  a  short  account  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

3173-3176  are  duplicates  of  Nos.  3177,  3178. 

3177,  3178  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this  association, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Part  of  the  time  covered  by  that  account  you  were 
engaged  in  the  campaign  in  New  York,  were  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  and  in  Providence. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  campaim  going  on  in  Providence  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  campaimi  to  help  Senator  Aldrich,  or  get 
information  for  Senator  Alarich. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item: 

For  entertaining  six  members  of  the  hotel  clerks'  association,  $5.50. 

Did  you  entertain  these  gentlemen  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3179,  I  think,  is  utterly  unimportant. 

3180-3187  appears  to  be  some  sort  of  brief  or  some  law  or  proposed 
eight-hour  law  m  Massachusetts.  Can  you  tell  us  where  you  got 
that  or  what  it  is  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  an  act,  I  think,  given  to  me  by  Mr. 
C.  C.  Cox,  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works,  Boston,  Mass. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  an  argument  there  about  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think. 

The  next.  No.  3188,  is  simply  a  bill  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

No.  3189  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3190,  3191,  3192  is  another  bill  rendered  this  association. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  So  also  is  3193,  3194,  3225,  3226.  That  is  a  copy 
of  a  bill  which  you  rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  31 95  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this  letter: 

(3195.) 

October  20,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  For  the  last  few  days  I  have  been  devoting  my  time  between 
Maryland  and  this  city,  and  just  as  soon  as  I  learn  that  Senator  Alarich  is  back  I  shall 
go  to  Rhode  Island  to  see  him,  as  requested  by  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  others  of  the  legis- 
lative committee  of  our  association,  and  get  his  expression  as  to  how  he  stands  regarding 
the  policy  of  our  association.  We  are  holding  our  friends  in  this  vicinity  throigh  the 
work  we  are  doing,  and  I  feel  positive  that  we  are  pleasing  Mudd  and  the  others  in 
Maryland,  and  Sherman  and  our  friends  here. 

I  was  extremely  pleased  with  your  article  in  American  Indvstries  for  October,  ask- 
insf :  ''Where  does  President  Taft  stand? "  Several  of  the  politicians  of  this  city  have 
called  my  notice  to  your  article,  and  the  chairman  of  the  city  committee  in  Baltimore, 
Mr.  Piatt,  and  othere  commented  likewise,  and  they  all  think  it  is  the  right  kind  of  an 
article  at  the  right  time.  If  otr  people  had  taken  this  stand  six  months  ago  and 
demanded  from  the  Republican  leaders  what  belongs  to  us,  Taft  wotild  never  have  made 
his  Chicago  labor  speet'h.  I  have  been  urging  Emery,  Bird,  and  the  others  to  carrj' 
out  such  a  policy  as  this,  and  I  thank  God  that  you  have  had  the  courage  to  go  aheacl 
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• 

and  convince  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  that  they  are  playing  poor  politics 
by  continuing  to  toady  to  their  enemies  and  ours. 

I  had  a  short  interview  with  Mr.  Sherman  in  New  York,  and  when  I  called  his 
attention  to  the  President's  speech,  he  answered  my  remarks  by  wanting  to  know 
if  we  were  not  politicians  and  if  we  could  not  understand  the  rresidenrs  speech. 
I  answered  him  that  I  thought  it  was  very  poor  policv  for  the  President  to  make  such 
a  speech,  and  that  if  they  wished  to  have  a  Kepublican  Congress  next  year,  they 
must  change  their  policv  and  support  the  business  men  and  manufacturers  who  won 
out  for  them  last  year  all  over  this  Nation.  The  old  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party, 
Buch  as  Quay  and  McKinley,  have  always  sought  the  aid  of  the  manufacturers  to  carry 
them  to  victory,  but  the  so-called  "new  leaders,"  such  as  Postmaster  General  Hitch- 
cock, Congressman  Parsons,  of  this  city,  the  Republican  boss,  and  a  few  others,  seem 
to  think  it  is  good  policy  to  continually  strike  at  the  manufacturer.  This  is  plainly 
to  be  seen  in  the  present  campaign  in  this  city,  and  where  the  Republicans  had  a 

food  chance  to  win  two  weeks  ago  they  are  steadily  losing  ground  under  Parsons, 
[itchcock,  and  the  rest  on  account  of  these  very  same  tactics. 
I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  continue  to  fire  a  few  more  bombs  into  their  ranks 
such  as  you  have  fired,  and  I  am  very  proud  to  learn  that  our  legislative  committee 
will  call  on  the  President  just  as  soon  as  he  returns  and  request  him  to  keep  out  of  his 
message  to  Congress  anv  recommendations  to  help  the  leaders  of  the  American 
Federation  of  hSbor  in  the  policies' they  are  mapping  out  for  the  coming  winter. 

At  my  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Bird  I  suggested  that  that  article  ought  to 
be  sent  to  the  Cabinet  ministers  and  to  every  Member  of  Congress,  so  that  it  would 
reach  Mr.  Taft  in  many  ways  and  let  him  know  that  he  will  have  a  Democratic  Con- 
gress on  his  hands  if  he  continued  to  give  aid  to  Mr.  Gompers  and  that  crowd  of  pirates. 
Hoping  that  you  have  returned  safely,  believe  me  to  be, 

Very  faithfully,  yours,  . 

The  next  letter,  No.  3197,  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3198,  addressed  to  Mr.  Booth,  I  think  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  Booth  of  the  hatters,  is  it  not  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  know.     It  is  addressed  ''Dear  Friend  Ed." 

Mr.  MtTLHALL.  Then  that  is  the  labor  loader  in  Baltunore. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3199  is  a  Carson  letter,  which  I  think  is  unim- 
portant. 

I  think  the  same  thing  in  regard  to  No.  3200. 

No.  3201  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Hanch, 
of  the  NordyKC  &  Marmon  Co.,  of  Indianapolis.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Hanch:  I  was  extremely  pleased  to  see  you  in  this  city,  and  I  feel  that 
the  talk  I  had  with  you  did  me  a  lot  ot  good,  for  there  is  nothing  that  makes  a  fellow 
feel  so  good  as  to  know  that  he  has  a  true  and  sincere  friend.  After  leaving  you  I  met 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  had  an  extended  interview  with  him,  and  he  told  me  that  there 
was  a  vacancy  on  the  legislative  committee  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense — 

Did  this  National  Organization  for  Industrial  Defense  have  a 
le^lative  committee? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  that  was  Mr.  Emery's  committee.  Mr. 
Hanch  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  several  others  came  to  Washington 
at  different  times,  and  I  guess  Mr.  Emery  managed  that  affair  of  it. 
I  saw  very  little  of  those  gentlemen  when  thev  came  here,  because 
Mr.  Emery  generally  manipulated  that  part  of  the  work. 

Senator  Reed.  Anyway,  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  you  that  informa- 
tion, did  he  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  that  information,  that  there  was 
a  committee  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further — 

and  I  suggested  vour  name  for  the  appointment.  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you 
would  accept  it  if  it  is  tendered  to  you,  for  I  know  that  you  would  make  a  splendid 
member  of  the  committee,  and  there  is  nothing  on  earth  that  would  please  me  better 
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than  to  have  you  meet  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Party  and  be  in  cloee  touch  with 
them,  as  you  would  be  if  you  were  a  member  of  this  committee. 

In  mv  mterview  with  Mr.  Watson  last  week  in  this  city  he  stated  that  he  would  be 
in  Washington  four  months  of  next  year,  so  I  would  like  to  see  you  in  cloee  touch 
with  Watson  and  the  Indiana  leaders,  for  I  am  positive  that  Watson  will  be  the  candi- 
date for  governor  again,  and  you  and  he  are  young  and  strong  and  would  make  a  great 
team  for  good  work  in  the  future. 

I  will  be  in  Washington  all  next  winter,  so  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  hearing 
that  you  were  placed  on  the  legislative  committee  along  with  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  which 
will  give  me  a  chance  to  see  you  often  and  which  would  enable  us  to  do  good  work 
for  our  splendid  organization. 

It  appears  from  that  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  a  member  of  this 
legislative  committee. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe,  after  you  read  that  letter,  it  explained  it 
was  the  lerislative  committee  of  this  tariff  commission. 

Senator  Keed.  Ah,  that  is  the  committee  of  100  that  was  created 
at  the  Indianapolis  banquet? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  At  the  Indianapolis  convention. 

Senator  Reed.  They  had  an  executive  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  what  they 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  think  they  also  had  a  legislative  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  they  subdivided  that  committee  so  that 
there  were  several  prominent  gentlemen  who  took  a  leading  part 
when  they  came  here,  such  as  Mr.  Cobb  and  ex-Gov.  Guila,  and 
people  that  Mr.  Cobb  would  call  to  Washington  here 

Senator  Reed.  Can  you  state  now,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  whether  a 
number  of  men  representing  this  Manufacturers'  Association  did  come 
to  Washington  for  the  purpose  of  looking  after  matters  legislative  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  on  frequent  occasions. 

Senator  Reed.  Whether  they  represented  the  National  Council  for 
Industrial  Defense,  or  whether  they  represented  the  tariff  commis- 
sion organization,  or  whether  they  represented  the  Manufacturers' 
Association,  it  was  some  one  of  these  allied  concerns  that  they  came 
here  to  represent  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Emery.  Senator,  mav  I  make  an  inquirv?  I  offered  to  the 
committee  some  time  ago  tlie  names  of  a  number  of  persons  to  be 
subpcBnaed,  one  of  whom  lately  got  the  information  as  to  this  tariff 
association,  which  had  its  headquarters  in  New  York  and  which,  I 
think,  had  headquarters  here  for  a  while.  That  association  has  put 
out  considerable  literature.  It  covers  the  names  of  all  those  com- 
mittees to  which  you  have  referred,  and  we  can  give  you  all  the 
literature  along  that  line. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  kindly  have  your  bookkeeper  here  to- 
morrow morning  ? 

Mr.  Emery.  My  bookkeeper  ? 

Senator  Reed.  The  bookkeeper  of  this  association. 

Mr.  Emery.  He  is  in  Washington.  He  has  been  in  touch  with  the 
committee  since  yesterday  afternoon. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  know  that. 

The  Chairman.  Have  you  a  bookkeeper? 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  has  been  here  for  two  days. 

The  Chairman.  I  knew  he  was  here;  but  I  asked  Mr.  Emery  if  he 
had  a  bookkeeper. 

Mr.  Emery.  Oh,  no. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3202  is  unimportant.  No.  3203  is  a  duplicate 
of  3202. 

No.  3204  is  unimportant. 

No.  3205  is  unimportant. 

No.  3206  may  be  of  some  importance.  That  is  a  Hanch  letter. 
It  is  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall  and,  in  part,  reads  as  follows: 

Your  esteemed  favor  of  the  21fit  is  at  hand,  and  I  wish  to  thank  you  for  all  of  the  kind 
things  you  have  said.  It  was  eaually  a  pleasure  to  me  to  have  a  chance  to  be  with 
you  again,  and  I  am  only  sorry  tnat  1  dia  not  see  you  a  longer  time  before  I  left  New' 
York  to  have  an  opportunity  to  be  more  with  you.  Of  course,  it  will  be  quite  an 
honor  to  be  appointed  a  member  of  the  legislative  committee,  and  if  appointed  the ' 
honor  would  be  duly  appreciated.  As  to  whether  or  not  I  can  actively  serve  if  placed 
on  the  committee  I  can  hardly  say  at  this  time. 

That  is  signed  ^*C.  C.  Hanch.'^ 
No.  3207  1  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3208  is  a  small  hotel  bill,  and  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 
No.  3209  is  unimportant. 
No.  3210  is  unimportant. 
No.  3211  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3210. 

No.  3212  I  think  is  unimportant,  except  the  postscript,  which  reads 
as  follows: 

P.  S. — Senator  Bristow,  of  Kansas,  spoke  before  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association 
last  Tuesday  night.  I  believe  Mr.  Emery  has  succeeded  in  becoming  fairly  well 
acquainted  with  him,  but  the  Senator  knows  practically  nothing  about  the  labor 
question. 

No.  3213  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3214  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3215  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that: 

(3215.) 

Dayton,  Ohio,  October  iS,  1909. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  On  my  return  yesterday  I  found  your  favors  of  the  13th  and- 
2(Hh,  and  was  especially  interested  in  what  you  say  in  the  latter  letter. 

I  don't  believe  it  would  do  us  any  harm  if  Mr.  Taft  should  accidentally  or  other- 
wise happen  to  read  what  I  had  to  say  about  his  Chicago  speech,  nor  do  I  think  it 
will  do  any  harm  to  let  the  politicians  generally  know  about  it.  They  will  be  th& 
better  prepared  for  the  "iniquities"  that  are  to  come  if  they  get  a  few  expressions 
ftwm  us  as  to  what  we  think  of  Taft's  "battledore  and  shuttlecock"  policy. 
Very  tni ly ,  y oi:  rs , 

J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Care  of  National  Association  of  Manufacturers^ 

no  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y.  \ 

No.  3216  is  another  account  which  you  rendered  the  association, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3217  is  a  dupUcate  of  No.  3216. 

No.  3218  is  in  regard  to  a  personal,  family  matter,  and  I  think  it 
should  be  stricken  out. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  It  will  be  so  marked. 

3219,  3220  is  a  letter  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3221  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3222  is  unimportant. 
No.  3223  is  unimportant. 

No.  3224  is  a  letter  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about.  That  is  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Miles,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Part  of  the  letter  reads  as  follows: 

I  just  happen  to  run  acroas  a  letter  I  sent  to  our  tariff  executive  committee  June 
17th,  the  first  part  of  which  reads  as  follows: 

''I  am  in  receipt  this  morning  of  letter  from  our  legislative  friend  in  Washington 
reading  as  follows: 

''  'No  one  can  know  definitely  at  all  about  what  situation  the  bill  will  be  in  by  that 
time.' " 

Do  you  know  who  that  l^islative  friend  was  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3227  is  a  duplicate  of  3193,  3194. 

No.  3228  is  a  dupUcate  of  3225,  3226. 

No.  3229  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3227. 

No.  3230  is  unimportant. 

No.  3231  is  xmimportant. 

No.  3232  I  think  is  unimportant.     It  is  a  newspaper  article. 

No.  3233  is  xmimportant. 

3234-3236  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  It  ought  to  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  3234-3236  appears  to  be  altogether  personal,  and 
it  should  be  stricken  from  the  record. 

3237-3239  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  a  paragraph  or  two  of  this  letter: 

I  fully  believe  from  information  I  am  receiving  that  Free.  Taft  has  Imre  pressure 
brought  upon  him  from  the  Eastern  States  by  the  labor  unions  to  get  the  President's 
aid  this  winter  to  assist  them  in  their  program  and  to  carry  out  their  pDlicies.  I  was 
completel^r  surprised  to  see  how  the  labor  unions  are  in  charge  of  the  affairs  in  Boston. 
That  city  is  completely  run  by  the  labor  organizations.  I  not  only  got  this  from  the 
gentleman  I  mentioned  above,  but  I  also  got  it  from  Mr.  Alfred  E.  Cox,  treasurer 
and  manager  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works  of  East  Boston,  Mass.,  and  he  assured  me  that 
Sen.  Crane  and  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  Partv  were  taking  their  orders  from 
the  labor  unions,  and  he  agrees  with  me  that  Roosevelt  and  Taft  are  largely  influenced 
by  the  eastern  Senators  and  the  congredsional  delegation  from  that  State. 

While  working  here  in  New  York  City  I  was  called  East  by  Mr.  Bird  and  introduced 
to  Bir.  Cox,  and  was  instructed  by  Mr.  Bird  to  assist  Mr.  Cox  in  an}r  way  I  could  do  so. 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Cox  i  started  some  labor  workers  to  aid  Gov.  Draper.  I 
found  that  there  were  two  very  large  and  strong  organizations  of  labor  in  Boston,  the 
Knights  of  Labor  and  the  American  Federation  of  LAbor.  Both  of  these  organiza- 
tions are  fighting  each  other  all  over  the  country,  so  it  would  take  but  very  little  work 
in  that  section  to  get  the  assistance  of  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  be  used  against  the 
American  Federation  of  Labor.    This  I  tried  to  do  while  there. 

I  ^t  ei?ht  or  ten  workers  from  the  Knights  of  Labor  to  do  campaign  work,  and  I 
was  in  daily  touch  with  the  men  for  the  few  days  I  was  there.  I  feel  confident  that 
the  labor  unions  are  not  effective,  so  far  as  politics  are  concerned,  and  it  would  not 
take  much  work  to  show  to  the  politicians  that  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  has 
but  very  little  influence  in  the  Eastern  States,  and  if  there  was  an  active  campaign 
carried  out  ^r  a  few  months  I  feel  that  it  would  do  our  organization  a  very  huge  amount 
of  good  in  Washington  and  to  show  to  the  eastern  Senators  that  the  labor  unions  have 
no  more  voting  strength  than  they  showed  at  the  election  just  closed  in  Maryland, 
for  I  am  very  proud  to  state  to  vou  that  we  completely  cleaned  out  Gompers  and  his 
crowd  in  Baltimore  and  in  ana  around  Maryland.  We  elected  Mr.  Carson,  who  is 
strongly  antilabor,  as  clerk  of  the  circuit  court  of  Baltimore,  and  Mr.  Hanson  for  sheriff. 
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I  will  omit  what  follows;  and  then,  further  down,  we  find  this: 

• 

We  helped  Senator  Aldrich  in  Rhode  Island.  His  man  for  governor  won  out  in 
that  State  and  his  candidate  for  mayor  won  in  the  city  of  Proviaence.  The  election 
in  this  city  went  about  the  way  we  wanted  it,  and  it  will  do  our  association  a  laige 
amount  of  good  in  the  future  if  we  need  it. 

No.  3240,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3241  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3240. 
No.  3242,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3243,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3244  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3243. 
No.  3245, 1  think,  is  imimportant. 

3246-3248  is  a  ^'Dear  Ferdinand*'  letter,  and  I  call  attention  par- 
ticularly to  this  in  that  letter: 

On  the  22nd  ult.  Mr.  Bird  phoned  to  me  from  Boston  to  come  there  at  once,  so  I 
went  there  and  met  Mr.  Alfred  E.  Cox,  a  member  of  our  organization. 

Then  I  think  the  letter  practically  repeats  what  we  read  a  little 
bit  ago  about  the  situation  in  the  East,  and  the  influence  of  these 
people. 

Senator  Walsh.  On  the  next  page  of  that  letter  I  cad  attention 
particularly  to  the  following: 

For  the  last  year  I  have  been  doing  oiganization  work  in  Rhode  Island.  Many  of 
the  old  workers  that  we  had  working  there  five  years  ago  were  acting  in  the  late  cam- 
paign for  Senator  Aldrich  and  his  ticket  in  Pro\ddence,  and  the  Republicans  won  all 
along  the  line  in  that  State. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following. 

I  had  a  long  talk  with  Mr.  Cobb  also  in  relation  to  the  appointments  made  by  the 
President  on  the  Tariff  Commission,  and  he  is  strongly  under  the  impression  that 
Taft  will  appoint  two  more  men  on  that  commission,  and  he  states  that  you.  are  his 
choice  for  the  appointment,  and  he  will  do  an}rthing  he  possibly  can  to  aid  you. 

We  have  made  many  new  friends  in  the  big  city  of  New  York  here  since  last  spring, 
and  I  am  perfectly  confident  that  if  we  need  any  Democratic  aid  in  Congress  this 
winter  that  there  are  several  Members  of  Congress  from  this  city  who  will  be  glad  to 
help  us. 

The  next  letter  is  No.  3249,  which  is  unimportant. 

No.  3250  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  H,  E.  Miles,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

Your  very  kind  favor  of  the  2nd  inst.  has  been  received  and  carefully  noted.  Of 
course  everything  you  say  in  your  letter  I  know  to  be  facts,  and  it  was  not  anything 
new  to  me.  I  have  stated  to  you  frequently  that  you  were  not  treated  fairly  by  our 
friends  in  Washington,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  to  see  that  you  are  going  to  per- 
severe and  not  be  driven  out  of  the  field. 

3251,  3252  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  I  think  is  unimportant. 
It  relates  to  the  Portsmouth  strike  matters. 
No.  3253  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3254,  3255  is  a  Dr.  Crockett  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3256  Is  a  Cox  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3257  is  another  Cox  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3258  is  a  letter  to  Booth,  and  I  think  that  is  unimportant. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  No.  3257  might  be  read. 
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Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3257.) 

The  Atlantic  Works, 
East  Boston^  November  8,  1909. 

Dear  Col.  Mulhall:  You  misunderstood  me  as  to  Senators  Lodge  &  Crane.  Neither 
of  them  is  owned  or  controlled  by  ''labor.''  They  can  always  oe  depended  on  to 
stand  against  all  revolutionarv  l^islation. 

Please  correct  this  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave. 

YouTB,  A.  E.  Cox. 

Is  No.  3257  a  letter  which  you  received  from  A.  E.  Cox  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  The  Atlantic  Works. 
No.  3259  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman.     I  read  only  the 
following  portion  of  it : 

Mr.  Van  Cleave  returned  to  the  city  yesterday  and  so  did  I.  There  is  a  lot  of  cor- 
respondence on  hand,  which  will  prevent  a  long  letter  to  you  at  this  time.  How- 
ever, Mr.  Van  Cleave  thoroughly  appreciates  all  the  good  work  that  you  have  done 
in  Maryland,  Rhode  Island,  and  Massachusetts,  and  he  notes  with  special  interest 
what  you  say  about  a  visit  to  Washington. 

Such  a  visit  is  now  contemplated  iot  November  19,  providing  Mr.  Taft  will  be  in 
Washington  at  that  time.  The  delegation  very  likely  will  be  made  up  of  Mr.  Van 
Cleave,  Mr.  Kirby,  Mr.  Jarvis,  Mr.  Hanch,  Mr.  Emery,  Mr.  Bird,  and  yours  truly. 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  feels  that  it  would  be  best  not  to  communicate  with  Mr.  Taft  until, 
say,  about  the  18th,  and  at  that  time  to  make  arrangements  for  this  visit  on  the  morn- 
ing of  the  19th.  You  are  more  familiar  with  things  in  Washington  than  anyone  else. 
Do  you  think  this  would  be  a  good  plan?    Please  write  or  wire  us  about  it. 

I  think  it  is  not  necessary  to  read  the  rest  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  read  this  paragraph: 

At  this  time  I  want  to  also  acknowledge  your  short  letter  of  November  6  to  me.  I 
note  that  you  expect  to  write  on  Monday,  which  letter  would  reach  me  to-morrow. 
I  am  really  mucn  concerned  about  Vice  President  Sherman's  visit.  Somehow,  I 
feel  that  he  was  not  sincere  in  his  promise.  I  felt  that  it  was  best  to  leave  this  matter 
to  you,  but  unless  he  gives  you  some  satisfaction  right  soon  1  will  have  to  write  him 
and  get  him  to  either  say  when  he  can  come  or  call  it  off. 

What  was  the  purpose  of  this  delegation  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  St.  Louis  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  No;  to  Washington. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  visit  the  President  in  respect  to  tariff  legislation. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  the  attention  of  the  clerk  to  the  bottom  of 
this  page  in  the  print,  where  "3260**  stands  out  only  as  a  number, 
with  nothing  to  indicate  what  it  is. 

3261,  3262,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3263  is  unimportant. 

No.  3264  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  From  whom  ? 

Senator  Reed.  From  Mr.  Loudenslager.  I  think  it  is  suflSciently 
identified. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter: 

(3264.) 

Committee  on  Pensions,  House  of  Representatives, 

Washington,  D.  C, 
Camden,  N.  J.,  November  11,  1909. 
[Personal.] 
Mr.  John  Kirbt,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  of  Manufacturers ,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Dear  Sir:  Yours  of  the  9th  inst.  received.  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  there  is 
no  campaign  or  agitation  for  the  further  revision  of  the  tarin  by  the  National  Associa- 
tion of  Manufacturers. 
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I  am  of  the  opinion  that  something  must  be  done  to  change  the  present  attitude  of 
many  of  the  people  of  the  Middle  West  and  Far  West  regarding  the  tariff  question. 

From  the  various  newspaper  clippings  I  receive,  as  well  as  the  information  given 
me  bv  friends  who  travel  through  that  section,  I  am  inclined  to  think  there  are  many 
people  who  feel  that  the  last  revision  of  the  tariff  was  not  radical  enough;  they  seem 
to  think  the  present  tariff  on  a  large  number  of  manufactured  goods  is  entirely  too  high 
and  that  tbey  are  compelled  to  pay  more  for  what  they  use  of  those  products  than  they 
should  j)ay  or  would  pay  if  the  tariff  was  reduced .  They  seem  io  lose  sight  of  the  fact 
that  their  prosperity  is  largely  because  of  the  employment  of  the  large  army  of  Ameri- 
can workmen  at  good  wages,  and  that  these  workmen  are  able  to  buy  more  of  their 
products  and  pay  more  for  them. 

I  am  confident  that  unless  the  opinion  held  by  many  of  these  |>eople  is  in  some  way 
changed  they  will  be  able  to  cause  an  agitation  for  further  revision  downward  in  the 
next  Congress,  and  while  they  may  not  be  able  to  pass  a  bill  of  such  a  character,  such 
agitation  will,  in  a  measure,  aisturb  business. 

Something  should  be  done  to  present  the  true  facts  to  these  people,  and  to  my  mind 
more  effective  work  can  be  done  by  those  who  reside  in  that  section  of  the  country 
rather  than  by  those  of  the  East,  either  by  individuals  or  by  associations,  as  the  people 
in  that  section  of  the  country  seem  to  be  very  vindictive  toward  eastern  interests. 

Senator  Reed.  3266,  3265  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall, 
and  I  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  have  your  letter  of  November  8,  and  I  am  ever  o  sorry  to  see  that  you  are  dis- 
couraged with  your  work.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  assure  you  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
and  I  know  that  your  work  has  been  of  immense  value,  but  I  know  also  that  Mr. 
Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery  and  most  of  our  other  friends  and  associates  are  thoroughly 
impressed  with  the  importance  of  your  work  and  with  your  ability  as  the  chief  of  our 
political  activities.  I  can  not  help  but  feel  that  there  is  not  in  the  mind  of  a  single 
man  connected  with  our  association  a  desire  to  hurt  you  or  to  lessen  your  efficiency, 
but  you  know  we  all  have  to  learn  by  experience. 

Then  furthei*  along  in  the  letter  I  read  the  following: 

I  am  confident  that  while  you  mention  no  names  in  your  letter  you  are  alluding  to 
Mr.  Bird.  We  are  close  enough  friends  to  speak  out  plainly  about  matters  of  this 
kind,  and  I  want  you  to  always  feel  that  you  can  say  to  me  whatever  you  like  and 
tell  me  whatever  troubles  you,  knowing  all  the  while  that  your  secrets  are  as  safe 
with  me  as  if  you  had  buried  them  twenty  feet.  Now,  I  honestly  believe  that  Mr. 
Bird  thinks  about  as  much  of  you  as  most  men,  but  vou  know  we  all  have  different 
ways  of  showing  our  friendship.  Take  my  advice,  old  man,  and  go  right  ahead  doing 
your  duty  and  care  not  what  may  be  said  or  done,  especially  pay  no  attention  to 
insinuations  and  rumors  which  come  to  you  second  or  third  hand.  There  seem  to  be 
some  people  who  take  special  delight  in  making  a  mountain  out  of  a  molehill,  and  they 
are  the  ones  to  be  most  afraid  of.  We  all  know  that  Mr.  Bird  is  probably  not  as  senti- 
mental and  as  sensitive  as  you  and  I  are.  It  may  be  that  is  a  fault  with  us;  but  I  for 
one  would  not  care  to  change  it,  because  while  a  lack  of  sensitiveness  might  cause  us 
less  grief,  it  would  also  give  us  less  joy. 

That  is  a  touching  sentiment.     Tell  us,  now,  what  was  the  trouble  ? 

Mr,  MuLHALL,  I  felt  all  along  since  Mr.  Bird  came  into  the  organi- 
zation that  it  was  going  back  to  the  old  secretive  system  which  was 
used  in  the  Gushing  administration.  While  Mr.  van  Cleave  and 
Mr.  Schwedtman  were  in  the  organization  the  fighting,  to  my  mind, 
was  open  and  aboveboard,  and  I  think  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  sincere, 
and  made  a  splendid,  active  campaigner  alon^  those  Imes. 

When  Mr.  kirby  and  Mr.  Bird  took  hold  of  the  organization  they 
commenced  to  advocate  going  back  to  the  secretive  system.  I  felt 
that  more  in  every  interview  or  talk  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Bird — 
that  there  should  not  be  any  letter  writing;  that  there  should  be  as 
much  as  possible  cut  out.  He  and  I,  at  different  times,  I  believe 
twice  in  his  office,  had  a  very  warm  discussion  along  those  lines.  I 
also  met  Mr.  Bird  down  at  the  beach  on  one  of  his  vacations — ^I 
think  at  the  time  that  he  had  brought  me  there  to  see  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  ahead  of  this  time  or  back  of  it  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  is  about  the  time  that  you  are  talking  about 
with  those  lettera  that  you  af e  now  reading,  or  those  that  you  read 
a  short  time  ago,  about  bringing  me  to  see  Mr.  Cox  of  the  Atlantic 
Iron  Works;  but,  as  I  said  all  through,  since  Mr.  Bird  first  took 
charge  of  the  organization — and,  in  fact,  I  think  now,  he  is  more  of  a 
boss  in  the  organization  than  Charlie  Murphy  is  in  Tammany  Hall — 
they  were  advocating  this  system,  which  I  strenuously  kicked 
againdt,  and  that  is  the  secretive  system. 

The  Chairman.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  secretive  system? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No  letter  writing.  To  gumshoe  around,  and  keep 
everything  entirelv  under  cover. 

Senator  Reed.  \Vhereas  in  the  later  days,  at  least  during  the  time 
of  Van  Cleave 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  And  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  been  trying  to  force  the  organization  to  be 
recognized  by  the  politicians. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  'i  ea;  and  the  fight  was  out  in  the  open. 

Senator  Reed.  That  at  least  had  been  part  of  the  policy,  I  gather. 

No.  3267  is  unimportant  except  that  it  is  a  receipt  from  a  hotel. 

No.  3268  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3269  is  unimportant. 

No.  3270  is  unimportant. 

No.  3271  is  a  telegram  from  J.  A.  Emery  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall, 
asking  Mr.  Mulhall  to  ascertain  if  the  President  would  be  in  Wash- 
ington on  the  22d  of  November,  1909. 

No.  3272  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall  from  James  A.  Emery.  Is  that 
the  letter  which  I  show  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

(3272.) 

National  AesociAxiON  of  Manufa.cturer8, 

New  York,  November  15,  1909, 
Colonel  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md. 

I  have  seen  copies  of  your  recent  telegram  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave.  It  is  desirable  that 
our  delegation  should  call  on  the  President  either  Saturday,  November  20th,  or  Novem- 
ber 22na,  preferably  the  latter  date.  Will  you  see  the  President's  Secretary  and  ascer- 
tain, with  certainty,  whether  the  President  will  be  in  Washington  on  those  two  dates, 
and  I  would  si^est  that  you  say  that  you  make  the  inquiry  as  this  delegation  desires 
to  call  on  the  President  Monday,  the  22nd,  preferably,  and  as  they  come  from  a  long 
distance  they  desire  to  be  sure  they  may  see  him. 

As  soon  as  you  ascertain  this  fact,  wire  me  in  New  York.  Please  remember  that  we 
prefer  Monday,  the  22nd.  I  see  the  President  will  be  out  of  Washington  on  Friday, 
me  19th,  and  am  not  sure  whether  he  will  be  there  on  the  20th  or  not. 

James  A.  Emert. 
JAE=EFW 

The  next,  No.  3273,  is  a  telegram  from  Van  Cleave.  I  think  it  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3274  is  a  letter  to  Van  Cleave,  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3275-3277  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  and  I 
think  is  unimportant  except  this  portion,  which  I  will  read: 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  a  few  days  ago  in  New  York,  and  I  ureed 
upon  him  the  importance  of  keeping  this  movement  up  and  of  finding  some  Member 
of  Congress  among  the  Massachusetts  delegation  who  would  take  the  stand  that  Mr. 
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Littlefield,  Mr.  Mudd,  of  Maryland,  and  others  took  some  years  ago,  and  make  a  test 
of  our  strength  with  the  labor  unions  in  the  same  way  that  we  did  in  the  second  con- 
gressional district  of  Maine,  and  districts  in  other  States.  I  feel  certain  we  can  get 
a  Member  of  Congress  in  this  delegation  who  will  give  this  matter  consideration,  and 
with  such  a  man  there  is  no  Question  in  my  mind  about  our  winning  the  fight.  Mr. 
Emery  stated  that  if  we  coula  find  such  a  man  we  would  go  ahead  on  the  lines  that 
we  have  mapped  out,  so  with  your  consent  we  will  go  ahead  with  this  matter  in  the 
manner  suggested  in  this  letter. 

I  am  more  than  confident  that  Senator  Aldrich  and  members  of  our  association  in 
Rhode  Island  will  wish  us  to  help  out  in  that  State  along  the  lines  that  we  have  been 
working,  and  this  will  give  us  an  opportunity  when  working  in  Rhode  Island  to  do 
organization  work  in  Massachusetts  with  but  very  little  cost  to  our  or^nization.  At 
my  interviews  with  Mr.  Cox  he  was  under  the  impression  that  the  business  men  were 
very  slow  there  about  raising  funds  for  political  purposes,  and  from  the  interviews  I 
had  with  several  business  men  in  Massachusetts  1  found  Mr.  Cox  to  be  nearly  right, 
for  a  number  of  them  were  very  indifferent  about  helping  Gov.  Draper  on  account  of 
the  stand  he  took  against  labor  legislation.  I  will  give  you  a  number  of  names  which 
I  do  not  wish  to  put  on  paper  in  the  near  future,  but  I  feel  certain  that  if  there  is  organi- 
zation work  done  there  that  this  will  be  easily  overcome,  for  this  was  the  situation  in 
Indiana  last  year  when  we  started  out  there  to  help  our  friends,  but  after  we  got  the 
business  men  aroused,  and  showed  them  the  splendid  work  that  had  been  done  by 
our  organization  and  others  for  the  last  seven  years,  it  was  an  easy  matter  to  get  their 
active  support,  and  I  am  positive  from  what  I  have  seen  in  Massachusetts  this  could 
be  done  tnere. 

Is  there  anything  else  that  you  desire  to  have  read,  Senator  Walsh  ? 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  I  would  read  the  following: 

I  intend  to  keep  up  a  correspondence  with  a  number  of  the  prominent  labor  workers 
of  that  State,  which  I  will  be  glad  to  submit  to  you  for  consideration  at  any  time,  and 
I  feel  that  this  correspondence  will  thoroughly  convince  you  that  the  labor  vote  in 
Massachusetts  is  only  a  bugaboo,  the  same  as  it  is  in  all  others  States,  for  it  has  been 
clearly  demonstrated  in  the  past  on  two  occasions  that  Gompers,  Mitchell,  or  no  other 
labor  leader  can  sway  the  labor  vote  for  many  reasons. 

Senator  Reed.  3278-3280  are  duplicates  of  3275-3277. 
3281,  3282  is  unimportant. 

No.  3283  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Hon.  William  S.  Bennet. 
Did  you  write  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3283.) 

November  15,  1909. 
Hon.  William  S.  Bennet, 

House  of  Representatives f  Washington^  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bennet:  I  forwarded  yours  of  November  10th  to-day  to  Mr.  Farrell, 
as  I  just  received  it  on  coming  to  this  city,  and  I  am  sure  that  he  will  comply  with 
your  request  at  once. 

I  waB  extremely  sorry  that  Mr.  Bannard  did  not  get  elected,  and  was  also  soiry  to 
know  that  you  did  not  make  a  success  of  the  business  men's  movement  in  New  York 
and  that  you  had  no  business  men's  parade.  I  feel  positive  that  the  next  fight  you 
folks  have  in  New  York  you  will  realize  the  benefit  of  the  business  man  in  politics 
and  ^et  the  business  men's  omnizations  rightly  started,  of  which  there  are  seventy- 
two  m  New  York,  and  you  should  have  thorough  organization  among  them  in  the 
campaign  next  year. 

Hoping  I  can  be  of  some  service  in  the  next  campaign  and  with  better  results  than 
what  I  did  in  the  last  campaign,  believe  me  to  be. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  . 

No.  3284  IS  a  Farrell  letter,,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3285  is  a  Boudinot  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3286  is  a  Sohwedtman  letter,  which  I  think  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3287  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Loudenslager  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  and 
I  will  read  that,  as  follows: 

(3287.) 

Camden,  N.  J.,  November  16 ^  1909, 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

President  National  Association  oj  Manufacturers ,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Dbar  Sir:  Your  letter,  in  reply  to  mine  of  the  11th  inBt.,  received.  I  note 
what  you  say,  as  to  the  attitude  of  the  ajBSOciation  regarding  the  tariff  question.  It 
looks  to  me  as  if  the  position  of  the  insuigents  will  be,  as  an  entering  wedge,  a  demand 
ior  a  tariff  commission.  As  to  the  alarm  you  express  concerning  other  legislation, 
there  are  very  many  Members  of  Congress  who  aeree  with  you  m  the  danger  th&t 
would  ensue.  As  a  rule,  however,  as  I  have  found  it  in  my  observations,  those  who 
are  often  deeply  interested  in  the  securing  of  wise  legislation  or  preventing  the  enacts 
ment  of  imwise  legislation  assert  that  interest  at  a  very  late  sta^  in  the  proceedings, 
and  are  too  much  engrossed  with  business  cares  to  give  their  personal  attention  to 
the  question  when  the  initiative  is  taken,  i.  e.,  at  the  primaries  when  nominationa 
are  made. 

YouiB,  very  truly,  H.  C.  Loudenslager. 

That  is  a  copy,  or  purports  to  be  a  copy,  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr. 
Loudenslager  and  addressed  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  president  of  the  Na- 
tional Association  of  Manufacturers.  How  did  you  come  to  be  in 
possession  of  that  copy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  copy  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  who  Mr.  Loudenslager  was. 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  national  congressional 
committee,  and  in  charge  of  the  New  York  oflSce. 

Senator  Rbed.  Is  that  the  Republican  national  congressional  com- 
mittee, or  the  Democratic  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  national  Republican  congressional  committee. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3289  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  simply  says  that  you  have  made  arrangements 
with  the  President  to  see  tne  delegation. 

Is  No.  3288  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  read  that  letter  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  nothing  important  in  that  letter 
except  the  following: 

The  Members  of  Congress  are  coming  here  very  rapidly,  and  this  morning  I  had 
quite  an  extended  interview  with  Mr.  Foster,  of  Vermont.  From  what  I  learn,  it 
seems  there  will  be  war  made  on  the  Speaker  this  winter.  Foster  talked  as  if  he  was  an 
insurgent,  and  it  appears  things  will  be  very  warm  at  the  coming  session.  In  my 
interviews  with  several  of  the  Members  here  for  the  last  few  days,  the  impreasion 
seems  to  be  abroad  that  the  President  will  not  push  the  legislation  that  he  will  recom- 
mend in  his  message.  Of  course,  this  is  given  confidentially,  but  that  seems  to  be  the 
opinion  of  the  Members  that  I  have  seen  here  at  the  present  time — that  there  will  be 
no  bills  introduced  on  the  advice  of  the  President  amending  the  Sherman  law  or 
interfering  with  the  boycott. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3290,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3291  is  a  **Dear  Ferdinand"  letter,  ana  I  think  is  unimport^mt. 
No.  3292  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Farrell,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3293  is  unimportant. 

No.  3294  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Postum  Cereal  Co.,  and  is 
addressed  to  Mr.  Emery,  and  reads  as  follows: 
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We  would  like  to  have  quite  detailed  information  in  reference  to  Wm.  MiUer  Collier, 
durine  the  Koosevelt  administration  ambassador  to  Spain.  Will  you  please  find  out 
and  advise  quickly  what  is  said  in  official  circles  about  him,  and  very  greatly  oblige. 

Do  you  know  how  that  came  to  be  in  your  possession  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Emery  gave  it  to  me  to  make  the  inquiries 
that  Mr.  Post  wanted  made. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it  about  Mr.  Collier  that  he  wanted  to 
know? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  not  quite  clear  in  my  mind  at  the  present  time, 
but  I  think  it  was  some  gentleman  they  wanted  to  get  information 
about  or  to  hire  in  some  way. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  this  rostum  Cereal  crowd  at  this  time  becom- 
ing intimate  with;  or  connected  more  or  less  and  working  more  or 
less  in  harmony  with,  tins  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  C.  W.  Post  has  been  a  director  of  the  organiza- 
tion for  a  great  many  years.  I  do  not  beheve  that  he  is  on  tne  new 
board,  but  he  was  for  a  number  of  years  on  the  old  board. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3295  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  report  that  I  made 
to  Mr.  Emery  about  that  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  find  things  extremely  good  around  here.  I  have  seen  six  Senators  and  about  twelve 
Members  of  the  House  inside  of  the  last  ten  days,  and  I  am  positive  that  there  will 
be  no  revision  of  the  Sherman  law  at  this  session  and  there  will  be  nothing  offered  from 
the  White  House  by  the  President  to  have  this  bill  changed.  I  am  elven  to  under- 
stand that  there  will  be  several  injunction  bills  offered,  with  but  very  little  chance  of 
any  of  them  getting  out  of  committee. 

Miss  WTiite  handed  me  the  letter  from  the  Postum  Cereal  Company  and  I  went  to 
the  Department  of  State  in  relation  to  this  matter  and  saw  Mr.  Adee,  the  Assistant 
Secretary,  and  he  stated  that  Mr.  William  Miller  Collier,  ambassador  to  Spain  under 
the  Roosevelt  administration,  was  a  personal  appointment  of  the  President,  and  he 
spoke  of  Mr.  Collier  in  the  highest  terms.  Of  course,  it  is  against  the  rules  of  the  De- 
partment of  State  to  give  out  any  information  concerning  their  high  officials,  but  out  of 
courtesy  Mr.  Adee  stated  that  Mr.  Collier  made  a  splendid  official  and  was  spoken  of 
in  the  Highest  terms  by  the  last  administration  and  is  well  and  favorably  known 
throughout  this  country. 

I  think  No.  3296  is  unimportant. 

No.  3297  is  a  letter  from  Fred  W.  Carpenter  to  Col.  Mulhall,  as 
follows : 

Referring  to  yoxir  suggestion  that  the  President  see  a  delegationj^presenting  boards 
of  trade  in  certain  cities,  I  beg  to  state  that  there  is  such  a  pressure  upon  the  President's 
time  at  present  that  he  would  prefer  to  have  you  yourself  bring  to  his  attention  the 
matter  which  the  committee  wanted  to  submit  to  him. 

No.  3298  is  unimportant. 

No.  3299  is  as  follows,  being  an  account: 

(3299.) 

November  17,  1909. 

M.  M.  Mulhall,  in  account  with  the  National  Association  of  Manu&cturera. 

Paid,  with  the  approval  of  the  general  manager  of  the  New  York  office,  Mr.  J.  P. 
Bird,  $100.00,  for  campaign  expenses  to  20  labor  workers  on  November  2d,  1909,  to 
help  in  the  third  and  nfth  congressional  districts  in  Baltimore  city  to  defeat  the  dis- 
franchising amendment  in  those  districts  and  in  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Does  that  bill  state  the  fact  as  it  was  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3300  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Alfred  E.  Cox, 
treasurer  and  general  manager  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works  at  Boston. 
I  read  the  following  portion  of  that  letter: 

Both  of  your  notes  of  November  8th  were  received.  I  have  been  extremely  bnuy 
since  the  campaign  closed  and  did  not  go  east  to  Rhode  Island  or  MassachusettB, 

frincipally  on  accoimt  of  Senator  Aldrich  not  being  in  Rhode  Island,  and,  besides, 
have  had  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  since  I  left  from  Boston,  and  have  partly 
been  successful  in  fixing  up  matters  by  letter.  I  expect  to  be  in  Boston  in  the  near 
future  to  see  some  of  the  leaders  there,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  you  meet 
Senator  Aldrich,  for  I  have  been  telling  Mr.  Shelton  and  other  Mends  of  his  of  your 
splendid  work  for  Governor  Draper,  ana  I  know  those  gentlemen  will  be  very  anxious 
to  make  your  acquaintance  and  have  your  aid  in  the  future. 

If  there  are  any  documents  or  anything  you  wish  in  Washington  at  this  or  any  other 
time,  I  shall  be  greatly  pleased. to  serve  you,  and  I  hope  to  have  your  able  assistance 
in  getting  a  better  organization  of  our  people  in  and  around  Boston  in  the  near  future. 

Is  No.  3301  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination),  l^'es. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that: 

There  was  a  phone  message  which  came  for  me  from  Mr.  Carpenter  to  this  office 
this  morning,  but  I  was  not  here. 

No.  3302  is  unimportant. 

No.  3303  is  unimportant. 

No.  3304  is  unimportant. 

No.  3305  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3306  is  unimportant. 

No.  3307  is  unimportant. 

No.  3308  is  unimportant. 

No.  3309  is  a  duplicate  of  3225,  3226,  which  is  unimportant. 

No.  3310  is  unimportant. 

No.  3311  is  unimportant. 

No.  3312  is  unimportant. 

The  next  is  No.  3313,  it  being  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  James 
Gordon  Battle. 

Senator  Walsh.  Find  out  who  wrote  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  wrote  No.  3313,  which  is  addressed  ^^M}'^  Dear 
Mr.  Battle"? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  I  did. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that  letter.     It  is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Battle:  I  am  writing  to  Mr.  Black  and  other  leaders  in  New  York 
to-day,  and  at  my  last  interview  with  you  I  stated  that  Mr.  Black  wished  me  to 
meet  Mr.  Charles  Murphy,  and  I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  this  brought  around 
for  many  reasons. 

First,  as  I  told  you  on  former  occasions,  there  are  seventy- two  organizations  of 
manufacturers  in  New  York  State,  and  I  believe  these  organizations  will  be  a  control- 
ling influence  at  the  great  fight  for  governor  that  will  take  place  in  New  York  State 
this  coming  year,  and,  besides,  as  there  are  many  of  our  friends  who  believe  that 
the  Hon.  James  Gordon  Battle  would  make  a  splendid  candidate  for  that  ofHce,  I  am 
anxious  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy  and  other  leaders  of  your  party  to  demonstrate  to  them 
that  the  business  men  of  New  York  would  have  given  you  better  support  in  the  last 
fight  if  they  had  had  more  time  to  know  you  better,  and  that  there  are  hundreds  of 
manufacturers  throughout  the  State  of  New  York  who  believe  that  you  would  make 
a  splendid  candidate  for  governor. 

With  your  permission  I  shall  open  up  correi^pondence  with  a  great  number  of  the 
secretaries  of  those  organizations  this  winter  and  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  I  could 
keep  in  touch  with  you  by  letter  or  otherwise.  From  the  short  acquaintance  I  had 
with  you  I  must  confess  that  I  was  very  much  pleased  and  would  like  to  continue 
it  arid  would  feel  myself  honored  if  I  was  counted  among  your  hustling  political 
friends. 
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I  expect  to  go  to  New  York  in  the  near  future  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Black  to  meet 
Mr.  Murphy,  so  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  on  that  occasion  and, 
through  you,  to  try  to  get  Mr.  Murphy  and  other  leaders  started  to  do  organization 
work  among  the  leading  manufacturers  of  our  State. 

Senator  Reed.  What  Charles  Murphy  was  this  that  you  wanted  to 
meet? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Charles  Murphy  of  Tammany  Hall. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  wanting  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  always  been  a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Battle — 
he  ran  for  district  attorney  against  Mr.  Whitman  some  years  ago — 
and  also  a  warm  friend  of  Mr.  Farrell.    Mr.  Farrell  was  a  well-known 

{)olitician  in  New  York,  and  had  arranged  for  a  little  dinner  for  the 
eading  politicians  around  New  York,  which  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr. 
Battle  and  others  attended;  and  Mr.  Battle  was,  as  I  said,  what  I 
believed  to  be  a  splendid  gentleman,  and  had  all  of  the  qualifications 
to  make  a  good  governor,  providing  he  was  elected. 

Senator  Keed.  Was  he  a  Republican  or  a  Democrat  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  a  Democrat. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wanted  to  try  to  get  Mr.  Murphy  to  sup- 
port him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  incidentally  to  get  Mr.  Murphy  interested  in 
the  Manufacturers '  Association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Well,  ihterested  in  Mr.  Battle. 

The  Chairman.  What  interest  did  the  manufacturers  have  in  the 
election  of  Mr.  Battle  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Well,  the  interest  that  he  was  what  they  would 
call  a  clean,  open,  and  aboveboard  politician. 

The  Chairman.  Did  he. have  the  reputation  of  being  a  clean  man 
in  every  respect? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  in  every  respect,  and  a  man  that  could  not  be 
influenced. 

The  Chairman.  He  was  a  partner  of  Senator  O'Gorman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  one  of  the  finest  men  I  ever  met  in 
politics. 

The  Chairman.  Honest  and  clean  in  every  respect  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  In  every  respect;  and  if  he  was  elected,  no  manu- 
facturer or  anybody  else  could  use  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  not  this  the  fact  about  that:  That  you  con- 
ceived the  idea  that  wherever  you  could  do  favors  to  anybody  through 
this  association  it  would  give  you  an  opportunity  afterwards  at 
least  to  be  on  friendly  terms  with  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  say  you  yourself  had  an  admiration  or 
respect  for  Mr.  Battle  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  greatest  admiration.  I  want  to  say  that  it 
was  not  necessary  for  me  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy,  because  I  knew  him 
way  back  in  politics  ^  but  Mr.  Black  wanted  me  to  meet  Mr.  Murphy 
in  behalf  of  Mr.  Battle. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  see  Mr.  Murphy  in  regard  to  this  matter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  You  did  not  have  a  meeting  with  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  Was  this  Mr.  Frank  Black  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  E!x-governor  of  New  York? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  no;  it  was  another  Black.  That  is  Mr.  Mur- 
phy's confidential  attorney,  and  quite  well  known  in  politics  in  New 
York  City. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3314  a  copy  of  a  letter,  or  a  letter,  you  got 
from  Mr.  Emery  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Part  of  this  reads: 

I  am  sorry  that  there  is  an  apparent  misapprehension  of  the  purpose  of  our  Wash- 
ington visit  and  the  number  of  those  who  are  to  participate  in  it.  I  hope  you  did  not 
overawe  the  President's  secretary  by  suggesting  a  '*  delegation. '  *  * 

No.  3315  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  received  from  Mr. 
Van  Cleave  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to  read  it. 

No.  3316  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  nothing  important  in  that. 

Is  No.  3317  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  At  this  point  we  will  take  a  recess  until  2.30 
o^clock  p.m. 

(Thereupon,  at  12  o'clock  and  57  minutes,  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
took  a  recess  until  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON   SESSION. 

At  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its  session. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3318  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Emery,  and  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3319  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mrs.  Elizabeth  C.  Loimdes,  and  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3320  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird.  I  desire  to  read  this  part 
of  it: 

Your  favors  of  the  18th  have  been  received,  and  in  relation  to  the  account  I  sent 
in  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  I  wish  to  say  that  if  I  receive  the  amount  on  Sunday  it  will  be 
very  satisfactory. 

I  received  a  letter  this  morning  from  Mr.  Hobbs,  of  Worcester,  Mass.,  inclosing  a 
copy  of  an  application  that  he  made  to  the  Census  Bureau.  I  will  take  this  matter 
up  to-day  witn  Mr.  Gibson  and  others  and  do  what  I  can  to  finish  it  inside  of  the 
next  few  days. 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  received  yesterday  from  Mr.  Car- 
penter, Uie  President's  secretary,  and  I  am  very  glad  to  know  that  you  people  are 
coming  over  to  Washington,  for  I  am  positive  the  President  will  receive  a  part  of  the 
detection,  if  he  will  not  receive  a  large  one.  I  have  always  been  verv  much  s^gainst 
makmg  appointments  ahead  with  the  President  or  anybody  else  over  here,  believing 
that  the  best  way  was  to  go  straight  to  their  offices  and  ask  for  a  hearing  when  you 
got  your  delegation  on  the  ground. 

There  is  nothing  much  in  that,  unless  somebody  wants  to  inquire 
of  Mr.  Mulhall,  when  he  comes,  what  Mr.  Hobbs  wanted  to  do  with 
the  Census  Bureau. 

No.  3321  is  unimportant.     It  is  a  letter  to  W.  W.  Hobbs. 

The  Chaibman.  That  is  the  same  thing  we  talked  about  before. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3322  is  unimportant.  It  is  a  letter  to  Thomas 
Farrell. 

No.  3323  is  a  letter  to  Herman  Black. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Black:  At  my  many  interviews  with  you  last  fall  I  always  tried  to 
impress  upon  you  the  importance  of  the  manufacturer  and  the  manufacturing  organi- 
zations in  politics.  I  feel  that  I  have  been  given  but  a  very  small  chance  to  ^ow  you 
the  strengtn  that  could  be  developed  through  our  organizations  in  a  hustling  campaign, 
and  as  I  am  aware  that  one  of  the  greatest  fights  that  ever  took  place  in  New  York  State 
will  soon  be  tmder  way  again — that  is,  for  governor,  Congress,  and  other  offices  next 
year — I  want  to  be  in  the  fight  and  demonstrate  t6  your  friends  what  they  missed  in  the 
last  campaign.  So  for  that  reason  I  am  anxious  tor  you  to  keep  your  promise  to  me 
and  introduce  me  to  Mr.  Charles  Murphy  when  he  returns  to  New  York. 

TESTIMOITT  OF  MABTIIT  MICHAEL  MTJIHALIr— Besnmed. 

(Martin  Michael  Mulhall,  the  witness  under  examination  at  the 
time  of  taking  of  the  recess,  at  this  point  appeared  and  resumed  the 
witness  stand.) 

Senator  Keed.  No.  3324,  which  is  not  numbered  in  the  printed  proof, 
is  a  letter  from  Battle  &  Marshall  to  Mulhall,  and  is  unimportant. 

3325,  3326  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall,  and  I  will 
read  one  paragraph: 

My  Deak  Martin:  I  wired  you  for  Mr.  Van  Cleave  as  follows  yesterday: 

"After  reading  yours  to  Emery  November  seventeenth  we  have  decided  to  cut  down 

delegation  to  three,  Kirby,  Emery,  and  I.    Will  arrive  Washington  four-forty  Sunday 

afternoon.    Meet  us  soon  afterwards  at  Willard  for  conference. 

No.  3327  is  a  letter  from  Donahue  to  Mulhall,  and  I  think  is  unim- 
portant. 

3328-3329  is  a  letter  from  James  E.  Watson  to  Mulhall,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  kind  letter  of  the  19th  is  at  hand.  I  have  been  corre- 
sponding with  Schwedtman,  and  from  him  learn  that  he  would  be  in  Washington 
to-day.  I  wrote  him  that  I  would  come  on  and  be  there  Wednesday  if  he  was  going 
to  stay  that  long,  but  he  responded  that  they  would  leave  at  once,  and  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  me  to  see  them  there  o  i  Wednesday. 

Hemenway  called  me  from  Indianapolis  yesterday  and  tx)ld  me  that  he  had  just 
arrived  from  Washington  and  that  he  expected  to  return  there  next  Monday.  I  told 
him  that  I  would  return  with  him,  and  so  I  expect  to  be  in  the  Capital  City  ne3^t 
Tuesday.  However,  it  will  not  be  possible  for  me  to  stay  there  more  than  two  days, 
because  of  important  engagements.  After  I  return  home  I  shall  be  occupied  until 
the  11th  of  December,  but  after  that  I  expect  to  be  in  Washington  for  a  week  or  ten 
days.  I  shall  then  return  home  for  the  holidays,  but  shall  be  in  Washington  the  most 
of  January  and  February. 

It  is  not  necessary  to  say  that  I  shall  not  be  satisfied  unless  I  see  you  often,  for  there 
are  many  things  that  you  and  I  ought  to  do  to  help  our  friends  and  the  friends  of  our 
cause. 

We  all  join  in  wishing  you  a  happy  Thanksgiving,  for  you  and  your  good  wife  cer- 
tainly have  reasons  to  be  grateful  for  the  great  happiness  that  surrounds  you. 

No.  3330  is  a  letter  from  Black  to  Mulhall,  which  says: 

As  soon  as  I  can  I  will  arrange  the  interview  referred  to  in  your  letter. 
I  have  sent  the  statue  to  Mr.  Mulhool,  at  Baltimore,  to-day,  and  would  have  done 
90  sooner,  but  I  have  been  very  busy. 

What  statue  is  that  which  is  referred  to  in  this  letter  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  a  miniature  of  a  statue  that  Mr.  Black 
put  up  for  clean  government,  in  Times  Square,  New  York  City. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  3331  is  unimportant. 

No.  3332  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  one,  3333-3334,  ought  to  be  transferred 
back  with  those  letters  of  1908.     It  refers  to  interviewing  Members. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  3333-3334  is  a  1908  letter,  and  is  out  of  its 
place  here. 

The  Chairbian.  It  is  in  the  same  line  with  the  others. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  xmnecessary  to  read  it,  because  we  read 
many  of  those. 

No.  3335  is  a  Farrell  letter  and  is  imimportant. 

3336-3337  is  a  ''Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.     It  says: 

Yours  of  the  20th  has  just  been  received,  and  when  Mr.  Van  Cleave  came  from 
St.  Louis  I  certainly  was  disappointed  at  not  seeing  }[ou  with  him.  Messrs.  Van 
Cleave,  Kirby,  and  Emery  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  the  President  vesterday, 
and  they  also  had  an  interview  with  Secretary  Nagel,  of  Commerce  and  iLabor,  and 
a'long  and  pleasing  interview  with  Senator  Alarich,  of  which  I  know  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
will  tell  vou  on  his  return,  so  it  is  not  necessarv  for  me  to  go  into  details  at  the  present 
time,  as  1  feel  that  he  will  see  you  before  this  letter  reaches  you. 

The  third  paragraph  of  the  letter  says: 

1  received  a  positive  letter  from  Mr.  Emery  last  Wednesday  directing  me  to  see 
Mr.  Carpenter,  tne  Secretary  of  the  President,  on  the  17th  inst.  and  find  out  {Mxdtively 
if  the  President  would  receive  the  delegation  as  named  in  jour  letter  of  recent  date, 
and  at  this  interview  Mr.  Carpenter  commenced  to  explain  that  the  President  was 
so  extremely  busy  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to  see  a  laige  del^ation. 
Although  Mr.  Carpenter  told  Mr.  Emery  and  the  other  gentlemen  yesterday  that  it 
was  almost  impossible  for  them  to  see  the  President,  still  Mr.  Taft  saw  them  and  gave 
them  a  twenty-five  minute  interview,  so  this  demonstrates  again  that  it  is  notgood 
policy  to  make  too  many  arrangements  with  the  different  secretaries  here  in  Wash- 
ington. 

The  Chairman.  The  last  paragraph  says: 

I  am  very  much  pleased  at  the  situation  here  in  Washington  before  Congress  gets 
in  session.  The  Members  are  rapidlv  dropping  into  the  Capital  City.  Most  of  the 
insurgents  are  here  and  they  have  had  several  meetings,  and  it  is  reported  around  this 
morning  that  the  insurgents  in  Congress  will  try  to  compromise  with  the  Aldrich- 
Cannon  people  and  that  there  will  be  harmony  yet  at  this  session.  In  addition  to 
this  it  looks  to  me  as  though  there  would  be  no  radical  legislation  at  this  session. 

Senator  Reed.  3338,  3339  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall. 
I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

We  repeat  what  we  said  in  a  former  letter,  namely,  that  the  four  hundred  directors 
of  our  association  include  practically  all  the  prominent  business  men  in  Saint  Louis, 
Republicans  as  well  as  Democrats,  and  they,  together  with  the  eight  thousand  mem- 
bers of  our  association,  will  give  Vice  President  Sherman  as  enthusiastic  a  welcome 
as  he  has  ever  had  any  place. 

The  rest  is  unimportant. 

No.  3340  is  unimportant. 

3341-3351  13  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.   William  H.  Taft  and 

signed  ** ,  Counsel.''     Do  you  know  how  that  came 

to  be  in  your  hands  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  a  copy  sent  me  by  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  That  refers  to  a  memorandum.  Is  the  accom- 
panying paper,  headed  ** Memoranda/'  to  the  best  of  your  knowledge 
and  belief  a  copy  of  the  memorandum  which  accompanied  that 
letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  given  to  understand  by  Mr.  Emery  that 
No.  3341  was  a  copy  of  a  letter  he  had  sent  to  Mr.  Taft. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  it  was  a  memorandum  that  I  understood  Mr. 
Emery  said  he  was  requested  by  the  President  to  send  to  him,  con- 
cerning legislation,  or  a  brief  that  the  President  wanted  from  him — 
that  MT.  Emery  wanted  to  submit  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  going  to  read  a  little  of  this : 

The  considerations  placed  before  you  in  the  following  memoranda  are  based  upon 
the  presimiption  that  you  are  considering  the  advisability  of  recommending  to  Con- 
gress an  amendment  of  the  Sherman  Act  in  practical  accordance  with  the  views 
expressed  by  you  in  a  recent  public  address  at  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  We  there  under- 
stood you  to  propose  that  the  Sherman  Act  ought  to  be  so  narrowed  in  its  scope  as 
to  confine  its  cmninal  penalties,  substantially,  to  agreements,  contracts,  combina- 
tions and  conspiracies  restraining  trade  with  intent  to  suppress  competition!  control 
prices,  or  establish  monopolies,  thus  excluding  from  criminal  penalties  combinations 
and  conspiracies  operating  to  restrain  trade,  but  not  with  intent  to  suppress  compe- 
tition, control  prices,  or  establish  monopolies.  It  is  conceded  that  the  legal  effect 
of  such  an  amendment  would  be  to  exclude  from  existing  criminal  condemnation, 
combinations  like  that  embraced  in  the  case  of  Loewe  v.  Lawlor  (208  U.  S.)f  the 
Buck  Stove  and  Range  case  to  which  the  Sherman  Act  has  been  applied  by  the 
Supreme  and  Appellate  Courts  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  all  similar  combina- 
tions and  conspiracies  prosecuting  or  intending  to  prosecute  an  interstate  boycott. 

I  simply  wanted  to  read  enough  of  it  to  show  that  its  tenor  was 
directed  against  the  labor  organizations,  at  least  in  part.  I  read  this 
paragraph: 

We  submit  that  in  view  of  the  public  spectacle  now  presented,  a  great  body  of  men 
in  defiant  and  open  disobedience  not  only  to  general  law  but  to  the  specific  decrees 
of  the  courts,  a  recommendation  from  the  Chief  Executive  of  the  Nation,  the  conse- 
quence of  which  would  be  to  withdraw  the  criminal  ban  from  the  boycott,  would 
have  the  moral  effect  of  encouraging  a  defiant  and  contemptuous  resistance  to  the 
courts  of  this  country.  It  would  be  equivalent  to  declaring  to  a  notorious  combina- 
tion whose  acts  of  defiance  have  been  witnessed  by  the  Nation,  '4f  you  will  not  yield 
to  the  law,  the  law  will  yield  to  you." 

No.  3252  is  a  '^Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.  I  see  nothing  in  it  of 
importance. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  had  an  extremely  pleasant  interview  with  two  members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary 
Committee  this  morning,  and  both  those  gentlemen  gave  me  to  understand  that 
there  would  be  no  amendment  to  the  Sherman  Act  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and  I 
know  this  will  be  very  good  news  to  you  and  our  chief  and  the  members  otour  organi- 
zation. I  know  you  see  by  the  daily  press  also  that  the  President  has  given  the 
wheel  a  new  turn  and  has  completely  reversed  himself  in  relation  to  labor  legislation. 
This  I  have  been  given  to  understand  also  by  several  members  who  have  called  upon 
the  President  inside  the  last  week. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  paragraph  says : 

I  shall  see  Mr.  Sherman  to-morrow  or  Monday,  the  moment  he  arrives  here. 

That  is  unimportant. 

Here  is  a  James  Donahue  letter,  No.  3353,  which  I  think  is  un- 
important. 

No.  3354  is  a  John  Kirby  letter. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  ummportant.  It  relates  to  the  same  matter 
as  the  one  you  just  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Thomas  V.  Farrell  this  morning,  and  Mr.  Farrell  assured  me 
that  he  is  coming  over  here  inside  of  the  next  ten  days.  I  feel  coufident  that  this  gen- 
tleman is  chasing  me  for  information  and  he  is  put  after  the  officers  of  the  organization 
by  the  labor  unions.  I  have  been  using  him  in  the  past  for  political  purposes,  but  he 
is  getting  dangerous  to  handle,  so  for  that  reason  I  would  like  to  have  the  copy  of  the 
letter  that  you  promised  to  send  me  before  he  arrives  here.  This  fellow  ought  to  know 
that  he  can  play  no  tricks  upon  me,  for  I  brought  him  to  task  with  a  round  turn  in  the 
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Brownell  case,  and  he  was  convinced  then  that  I  got  infonnation  that  he  did  that  work 
before  he  was  able  to  deliver  the  goods  to  his  labor  friends.  I  will  send  Mr.  Bird  a 
copy  of  this  letter  so  that  he  caA  be  on  the  watch  out  for  Mr.  Farrell,  and  when  he  makes 
his  visit  here  I  will  see  that  he  is  prooerly  taken  care  of  in  a  way  that  will  surprise  him. 
I  had  a  very  pleasant  letter  from  Mr.  Watson  this  morning,  and  he  assures  me  that 
he  will  be  in  Washington  next  Tuesday  and  that  he  was  very  sorry  that  he  missed 
yourself  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  last  week. 

What  was  the  Brownell  matter  referred  to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  the  bribery  of  Mr.  Gompers. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  understood  that  Farrell  was  endeavoring  to 
get  information  about  that  for  Gompers  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  went  at  one  time  to  visit  Mr.  Brownell  with  me, 
and  apparently  wanted  to  follow  me  there  when  I  visited  that  organ- 
ization. 

No.  3355,  in  my  opinion,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3356  is  unmaportant,  except  that  I  want  to  show  that  it  is  a 
letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Thomas  Farrell,  president  of  the  Federation  of 
Merchants  and  Manufacturers'  Employees  of  America.  Was  he  that 
detective  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  He  was  then  operating  under  that  title? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  he  assumed  that  title  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3357  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Watson,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  as  follows: 

Your  very  kind  letter  of  the  22nd  was  received,  and  I  assure  you  I  was  extremely 
pleased  to  near  from  you.  There  is  no  letter  that  I  have  received  recently  that  has 
given  me  more  pleasure  than  yours,  for  the  anticipation  of  having  you  here  with  us 
again  this  winter  is  extremely  pleasant  to  myself  and,  I  know,  to  our  friends  here. 
I  am  perfectly  confident  that  you  will  have  lots  of  work  ahead  of  you  this  winter  if  you 
stay  in  this  city,  for  from  information  which  1  have  been  picking  up  here  for  the  last 
two  weeks,  the  insurgents  of  both  the  House  and  Senate  will  be  more  active  against  the 
Speaker  and  his  friends  than  they  have  ever  been  before,  so  for  that  reason  I  know  how 
much  your  friends  will  need  you  here  and  the  splendid  work  that  you  are  capable  of 
doing. 

I  have  made  many  new  friends  this  last  year,  and  have  worked  faithfully  for  some 
of  the  leading  politicians  in  New  York  and  convinced  them  of  the  necessity  of  treating 
the  fair  manufacturer  in  a  proper  manner.  I  was  very  much  sought  after  by  some  ot 
the  leading  Democrats  in  New  York  last  summer;  so  if  we  are  compelled  to  seek  aid 
from  those  people  this  winter  we  will  be  in  good  shape  to  get  it. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  8,'^59  is  a  letter  addressed  to  John  Kirby,  jr. 
Senator  AValsh.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  this  sentence  in  that 
letter: 

I  also  saw  Mr.  Alden,  Mr.  Aldrich*8  secretary',  and  he  assured  me  that  the  visit  of 
our  committee  to  Senator  Aldrich  made  a  strong  and  good  impression  upon  the  Senator. 

What  were  you  endeavoring  to  do  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and,  I  am  not 
positive,  l)ut  I  think,  Mr.  Kirov — but,  in  any  event,  three  gentlemen — 
called  on  Mr.  Aldrich.     I  maae  the  engagement  for  them. 

Senator  Reed.  What  were  you  trying  to  get  from  Mr.  Aldrich  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  tariff  legislation  that  they  were  seeking 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  tariff  legislation  was  all  over  at  that  time. 
This  letter  is  dated  Xovember  26,  1909. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  were  always  seeking  favors  from  Senator 
Aldrich.     I  did  not  quite  catch  the  date. 

Senator  Walsh.  November,  1909. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Then  they  were  seeking  the  Senator's  support  of 
any  measure  that  might  come  up  before  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3360  is  unimportant. 

No.  3361  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3362  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  vou  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  f 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

I  would  be  more  than  pleased,  if  you  have  an^  spare  time  on  vour  hands,  if  you 
would  come  over  here  next  week  when  Watson  is  here,  for  I  feel  confident  that  he 
would  be  very  much  pleased  to  see  you,  and  both  he  and  I  would  like  to  introduce 
you  to  some  of  our  friends  over  here. 

Is  No.  3363  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mlt-iiall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3364  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  by 
President  Taft  to  Mr.  Emery.  How  did  you  get  possession  of  that? 
Is  it  such  a  letter  as  Mr.  Emery  would  submit  to  you  ?  That  letter 
merely  says: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Emert:  I  have  your  memoranda  with  respect  to  the  Sherman  Act, 
and  thank  you  for  sending  them. 

Sincerely,  yours,  Wm.  H.  Taft. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  a  copy  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  me.  I 
remember  it  well,  now. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3365  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3366  a  letter  from  Mr.  Watson  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant.  It  simply  stated  that  he 
would  not  be  in  Washington  until  the  following  week. 

3367,  3368  is  a  Farrell  letter.     It  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3369  a  letter  to  Hon.  H.  C.  Loudenslager ?    It  is  signed 

,  President." 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes;  President  Kirby  sent  it  to 
Mr.  Loudenslager. 

Senator  Reed,  I  will  read  this  from  that  letter: 

FirBt,  let  me  impress  upon  your  mind  the  fact  that  at  no  time  has  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturern,  r>  far  an  I  am  aware,  agitated  for  a  revision  of  the  tariff,  either 
upward  or  downward.  It  has  adv(K'ated  a  revision,  but  took  no  part  in  any  agitation 
of  the  question  of  whedules,  although  some  men,  for  .^me  reason,  have  tried  to 
create  the  impression  that  because  of  the  individual  views  expressed  by  certain  mem- 
vers  of  our  anHociation  the  association  itselt  has  agitated  for  a  aownward  revision  of  the 
tariff. 

So  far  a.s  I  am  advised,  the  membership  of  the  association  is  strongly  opposed  to 
fiirther  agitation  of  the  subject,  and  many  of  our  members  view  with  alarm  the  possi- 
bility of  renewed  efforts  in  Congress  at  it'*  coming  session  to  further  revision,  which 
can  not  fail  to  produce  bad  results  fn)m  a  business  standpoint. 

However,  in  view  of  the  diversity  of  opinion  on  this  question  amongst  oiu*  members, 
the  association  should  take  no  part  in  the  controversy,  and  I  think  I  may  say  it  will 
not. 

In  this  cf>nne<.'tion  permit  me  to  say  that  our  members  are  practically  a  unit  in  their 
alarm  as  to  the  possibility  of  modific-ation  of  the  pn)ces8  of  injunction  to  enable  labor 
unions  to  the  more  easily  destroy  life  and  property  in  cases  of  strike,  and  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Slierman  law  whieh  will  exclude  labor  organizations  from  its  provisions 
and  k*galize  the  boycott.  I  wish  to  emphasize  this  alarm  because  of  the  fact  that  I 
am  in  close  touch  with  145,000  manufarturers  and  men'hants  through  their  various 
organizations. 
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Is  No.  3370  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  No.  3370.) 
Senator  Reed.  3371,  3372, 1  think,  is  unimportant. 
No.  3373  is  unimportant. 
No.  3374  is  unimportant. 
No.  3375  is  unimportant. 
No.  3376  is  unimportant. 
No.  3377  is  unimportant. 

No.  3378  is  another  '^Dear  Ferdinand"  letter,  and  I  read  this  por- 
tion of  it: 

Two  of  the  members  of  the  Senate  Judiciary  Committee  positively  asserted  that 
there  would  be  no  change  in  the  Sherman  law  this  winter,  and  they  thought  it  would 
be  a  long  period  of  time  before  that  law  would  be  interfered  with.  There  certainly 
will  be  several  injunction  bills  offered,  but  my  impression  is  that  there  will  be  no 
chance  of  those  getting  out  of  the  committee.  I  have  never  before  been  so  confident 
at  the  outlook,  and  from  all  indications  I  feel  that  this  will  be  strictly  a  business  ses- 
sion, with  but  very  few  labor  bills  offered. 

■ 

No.  3379  is  a  copy  ot  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Watson  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).     Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  expresses  disappointment  because  the  return 
of  Mr.  Watson  to  Washington  was  delayed,  and  says: 

There  are  a  number  of  things  I  should  like  to  talk  to  you  about,  and  I  expect  to  go 
to  New  York  to-morrow  and  have  had  an  invitation  to  call  on  Mr.  Booth,  the  first  vice 
president  of  the  "No-Name"  Hat  Manufacturing  O).,  at  Philadelphia,  the  gentleman 
we  called  to  see  in  New  York,  but  whom  we  did  not  ifind  in  his  office. 

I  had  a  splendid  talk  yesterday  with  Mr.  Littlepage.  of  the  public  expenditures 
conmiittee,  and  several  of  your  friends  here,  and  they  are  all  anxious  to  see  you  back. 

No.  3380  is  unimportant. 

No.  3381  is  unimportant. 

No.  3382  is  unimportant. 

No.  3383  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

Therefore,  confirming  our  very  pleasant  conversation  of  Thursday  morning,  it 
seems  to  me  very  advisable  that  I  should  withdraw  from  exercising  any  direction 
over  vour  movements  in  so  far  as  they  might  interfere  with  any  plans  that  Mr.  Emery 
would  have  for  them.  Therefore  please  consider  that  you  are  attached  to  the  Wash- 
ington office  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  of  which  Mr  Emery  is, 
of  course,  in  charge.  Tf  at  any  time  any  occasion  arises  whereby  the  New  York  office 
desires  your  services,  and  no  doubt  they  will  arise  many  times,  1  shall  arrange  with 
Mr.  Emery  to  let  us  have  you. 

No.  3384  is  imimportant. 

3385,  3386,  3387,  3388  is  a  copy  of  another  expense  account  that 
you  rendered  this  association,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3389  is  unimportant. 

No.  3390  is  unimportant. 

No.  3391  is  another  *^Dear  Ferdinand''  letter.  I  read  the  follow- 
ing portion  of  that  letter: 

Yours  of  December  3rd  has  been  received.  Mr.  Sherman  haa*  been  in  the  city  for  the 
last  couple  of  days,  but  I  was  advised  by  Mr.  Devendorf,  his  secretary,  that  1  had 
better  let  him  alone  until  he  let  me  know,  as  the  Vice  President  was  not  well  and  was 
overworked  bv  delegations  and  mail  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Devendorf  arranged  to-day  so  that  I  could  have  a  private  interview,  without 
being  interrupted,  with  the  Vice  President,  and  1  had  the  honor  of  being  invited  to 
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lunch  by  him  and  the.  pleasure  of  being  with  him  for  about  forty  minutee.  I  save 
him  your  letter  of  November  24th  to  read,  and  I  could  tell  by  the  expression  of  his 
face  that  he  was  very  much  pleased  after  reading  it  over. 

It  is  about  engagements. 
No.  3392  is  unimportant. 
No.  3393  is  unimportant. 

No.  3394  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  I 
read  this  portion  of  it: 

I  note  with  special  interest  copy  of  your  letter  of  December  6  to  Mr.  Bird,  in  which 
Col.  Mulhall  id  mentioned  for  Congress  from  the  fourth  district.  While  I  share  your 
apprehensions  of  difficulty  in  replacing  the  colonel  in  our  service,  I  more  than  share 
with  you  the  view  that  no  matter  how  difficult  this  might  be  we  must  do  all  we  pos- 
sibly can  to  land  the  colonel  in  Congress  if  there  is  any  way  of  doing  it.  Life  is  not 
worth  living  unless  one  sticks  to  his  friends,  and  surely  the  colonel  has  been  our 
friend  always.  However,  I  agree  with  you  that  Mr.  Emery  will  be  able  to  handle  this. 
He  will  no  doubt  write  us  at  an  early  date,  and  so  will  the  colonel. 

I  ask  you  if  that  is  a  copy,  which  was  sent  to  you  by  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man, of  a  letter  which  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  3395  is  a  note  which  reads: 

€ol.  M.  M.  Mulhall: 
Kindly  phone  Mr.  Boudinot  immediately;  very  important. 

Where  did  you  get  that  note  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  was  given  me  by  Mr. 
Emery's  clerk,  Mr.  White,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  the  important  business  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was  securing  speakers,  or  something  of 
that  kind. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3396  I  think  is  unimportant. 

3397-3399  is  a  FarrcU  letter,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3400  is  unimportant. 

No.  3401  is  a  telegram  from  Schwedtman,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3402  is  a  letter  from  Van  Cleave  to  Col.  Mulhall.  I  will  read 
this  portion  of  it : 

I  have  read  the  clipping  attached  to  your  letter  of  the  7th,  in  which  you  are  sug- 
gested for  Congress  from  the  fourth  district.  I  have  also  read  Mr.  Schwedtmen's  two 
letters  of  December  7  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  to  you,  and  I  want  to  express  to  you  my  best 
personal  wishes  in  connection  with  your  possible  candidacy.  I  stand  ready,  and  I  am 
sure  so  does  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  its  officers,  especially  Mr. 
Kirby,  to  give  you  all  the  aid  that  I  tan  consistently  give  you  in  landing  this  place, 
if  you  feel  that  you  have  a  chance. 

Be  sure  to  write  us  fully  about  it  in  due  time. 

No.  3403  is  unimportant. 

No.  3404  is  a  letter  signed  *^A.  E.  Cox/*  and  it  is  unimportant. 

3405-3406  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  it  is  unimportant. 

No.  3407  is  unimportant. 

No.  3408  is  unimportant. 

3409,  3410  are  duplicates  of  3405,  3406. 

No.  3411  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  John  Kirby,  jr.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

For  the  last  two  days  I  have  continued  making  a  canvass  among  the  Members  of 
the  House  and  Senate,  trying  to  get  the  sentiment  of  the  Members  upon  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Sherman  Act  and  on  labor  legislation.  I  have  seen  in  the  past  two  weeks 
about  all  the  Members  who  are  leaders  in  the  House  and  Senate,  and  they  are  all  under 
the  impression  that  there  will  be  no  bill  offered  at  this  session  amending  the  Sherman 
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law.  In  addition  to  this,  the  sentiment  of  all  the  leading  Mepibere  of  the  House  and 
Senate  is  against  injunction  bills  and  any  general  labor  le^slation  at  this  session^ 
so  I  feel  now  that  the  most  of  the  work  we  will  have  to  do  at  this  session  will  be  to 
closely  watch  the  labor  Members  of  Congress. 

I  had  a  conversation  yesterday  with  three  of  the  leading  Members  of  the  House, 
and  we  went  over  a  list  that  was  submitted  to  me  by  a  close  friend  of  the  Speaker 
before  Congress  adjourned  last  August.  You  will  please  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  this 
list,  and  it  is  confidentially  reouested  that  we  do  anything  we  possibly  can  to  stop 
the  return  of  those  men  to  the  House  this  coming  year.  The  names  in  the  fore  part 
of  this  list  are  the  leading  insurgents  of  the  House  and  the  lower  names  on  the  list 
are  the  labor  workers  in  ue  present  Congress,  two  of  them  being  members  of  oigan- 
ized  labor.  Of  course,  for  years  we  have  been  fighting  the  names  on  the  bottom  of 
this  list,  and  I  am  extremely  pleased  to  know  that  the  Republican  oiganization  of 
the  House  and  Senate  will  jom  us  this  year  in  fighting  the  entire  bunch  and  are  more 
interested  in  their  defeat  than  we  are. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3412  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that,  as  I  want  to  get  some  explanation 
of  it. 

You  will  please  find  copy  of  my  report  to  Mr.  Kirby  to-day.  For  the  last  two  days 
1  have  been  keepine  close  watch  on  tne  hotels  looking  for  our  friend  Wuest.  1  called 
at  the  five  leading  hotels  of  this  city,  where  I  supposed  Mr.  Wuest  would  stop  if  he 
came  to  the  city,  and  I  was  informed  by  the  clerk  at  each  that  Mr.  Wuest  was  not 
registered  there.  I  am  disappointed  that  he  did  not  come,  for  1  saw  Congressman 
Ralph  B.  Cole,  of  the  8th  Ohio  district,  and  Mr.  George  W.  Fairchild,  of  the  24Ui 
New  York  district,  and  both  those  gentlemen  assured  me  that  as  soon  as  Mr.  Wuest 
came  to  the  city  they  would  see  that  he  was  taken  to  the  White  House,  and  they 
would  introduce  him  to  such  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  that  I  wished  him  pre- 
sented to. 

What  was  Mr.  Wuest  here  for  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  here  to  seek  information  concerning  the 
workings  of  what  Mr.  Gushing  was  doing.  Mr.  Gushing  was  the 
lobby  agent  of  Mr.  Wuest's  organization,  the  National  Metal  Trades, 
and  ne  wanted  to  get  a  line  to  see  if  Mr.  Gushing  was  really  doing  that 
work. 

The  Ghairman.  Senator  Walsh  read  something  about  the  matter 
of  the  Gongressional  Record,  which  is  mentioned  in  the  next  para- 
graph of  tms  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  I  want  to  know  where  you  got  the  copies  of 
the  ConOTessional  Record ;  did  you  buy  it  and  pay  for  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  it  was  from  different  Members  of  Gongress,  and 
it  was  franked  out  to  nearly  all  of  the  members — I  mean  all  of  the 
leading  members  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3413  I  think  is  imimportant.  ^ 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  a  general  rule,  Mr.  Emery  was  in  such  a  hurry  to 
get  his  Record  up  to  hSs  office  that  the  House  messengers  were  used 
to  get  it  there  before  the  mail  man  could  get  around,  because  he  was 
too  slow. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3415  I  think  is  unimportant. 

No.  3416  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3417  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  J.  Kirby,  jr.,  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mltlhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it : 

Now,  in  regard  to  the  list  which  you  inclosed,  you  are,  of  course,  enough  of  a  poli- 
tician to  know  just  how  to  act  in  the  premises,  keeping  in  mind  all  the  time  the  danger 
of  the  N.  A.  M.*8  becoming  too  much  of  a  political  organization.  We  have  certain 
fixed  serious  problems  in  which  we  are  more  concerned  than  all  others,  and  it  is  to 
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the  furtherance  of  theee  ends  that  we  should  bend  our  enemes  and  use  our  influence, 
playing  politics  in  just  so  far  as  these  ends  can  be  accomplisned. 

As  to  me  report  on  the  Farrell  matter,  I  need  say  but  little.  After  my  talk  with  you 
on  the  subject  of  Farrell' s  proposed  oi^anization,  I  was  satisfied  that  it  was  an  empty 
proposition.     I  think  the  best  and  easiest  way  to  dispose  of  it  is  to  let  the  matter  drop. 

I  see  by  a  newspaper  clipping  that  somebody  has  oeen  buzzing  a  congressional  bee 
around  your  carcass.  I  suppose  next  will  be  a  humming  bira,  representing  the 
Senate,  and  then  an  eagle,  representing  the  presidential  chair  of  the  united  States. 
However,  such  is  life,  and  I  am  not  at  all  concerned  but  that  you  will  keep  right 
along  in  the  even  tenor  of  your  way  in  the  great  work  in  which  you  are  engaged. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

J.  KiRBY,  Jr.,  President. 

Col.  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

Union  Trust  Building,  Washington  j  D.  C. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3418  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
No.  3419  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

The  occasion  of  my  visit  to  Washington  is  in  connection  with  Mr.  Emery's  sugges- 
tion that  I  attend  a  meeting  of  the  Baltimore  Builders'  Exchange,  on  which  occasion 
Mr.  Emery  will  deliver  himself  of  a  speech.  Undoubtedly  we  will  be  able  to  return 
to  Baltimore  together.  All  these  matters  contained  in  your  letter  will  be  discussed 
at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3420  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  and  it  is  unim- 
portant. 

Is  No.  3421  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it: 

1  explained  fully  to  Mr.  Bird  when  1  saw  him  last  that  Mr.  John  Gill,  the  present 
C'on^essman  from  the  fourth  congre.'tsional  district  of  Baltimore,  was  a  personal  and 
particular  friend  of  mine.  I  worked  as  hard  as  1  knew  how  to  elect  Mr.  Gill  last  year, 
asking  the  aid  of  our  a8S(X!iati()n  to  do  so,  and  1  have  been  doing  everything  1  possibly 
could  to  see  Mr.  Gill  retained  in  office  for  the  last  six  years.  He  is  one  of  the  best 
friends  we  have  here  in  Washington  and  has  done  about  as  much  good  work  as  any  other 
man  in  Congress  for  our  cause.  So  as  long  as  he  is  holding  the  office  of  Congressman 
coming  from  Baltimore  I  shall  continue  to  do  as  I  have  done  before  to  support  him. 

Perhaps  I  had  better  read  the  opening  statement  in  this  letter.  It 
is  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  Yours  of  December  11th  was  received  and  read  with  a  great 
deal  of  pleasure,  particularly  the  last  paragraph,  in  which  you  bestow  upon  me  so 
many  high  honors.  I  certainly  feel  at  the  present  time  that  I  will  take  the  advice 
given  in  the  last  line  of  your  letter;  that  is,  that  I  will  keep  right  on  in  the  even  tenor 
of  my  way  in  the  great  work  in  which  I  am  engaged,  and  1  feel  that  this  is  more  to  my 
liking  than  any  honor  that  any  political  party  could  bestow  upon  me. 

The  last  paragraph  in  the  letter  is  as  follows : 

The  situation  here  is  in  first-clasn  shape  and  I  do  not  see  a  cloud  in  the  skv  at  the 
present  writing.  I  expect  Mr.  Bird  here  to-morrow  and  will  go  over  matters  fully  with 
nim,  along  wiUi  Mr.  Emery.  I  shall  write  you  again  in  a  couple  of  days  and  include 
some  correspondence  I  have  had  upon  the  Farrell  matter. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me. 

Very  truly,  yours,  . 

No.  3422  is  a  duplicate  of  3421. 

.  3423,  3424  is  another  *'Dear  Ferdinand"  letter.     It  reads,  in  part, 
as  follows: 

I  called  upon  Mr.  Sherman  the  firt^t  thing  this  morning,  and  1  found  waitiug  in  his 
room  Senators  Root  and  Depew,  and  both  those  gentlemen  were  trying  to  get  him  to 
promise  to  attend  a  banquet  of  one  of  the  military  corps  of  New  York  State — I  did 
not  quite  catch  the  name.     I  heard  Mr.  Sherman  say  to  Mr.  Root  that  it  was  impossible 
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for  him  to  make  any  engagements  jufit  at  this  time  without  the  advice  of  his  physician. 
After  he  was  through  with  the  New  York  Senators,  I  handed  him  your  letter  of  Decem- 
ber 10th,  and  he  read  it  over  carefully,  and  then  took  his  notebook  out  of  his  pocket  and 
made  a  note  in  it  of  the  dates  that  were  open  for  the  Coliseum  in  St.  Louis. 

That  is  about  this  meeting? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  I  need  to  read  any  more  of  that. 

No.  3425  I  consider  unimportant. 

No.  3426  is  unimportant. 

No.  3427  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3426. 

No.  3428  is  unimportant. 

No.  3429  is  unimportant. 

No.  3430,  No.  3431,  and  No.  3432  are  unimportant. 

No.  3433  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  ad- 
dressed ''Dear  Old  Chief."     Is  that  correct ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3434  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3433. 

No.  3435  is  unimportant. 

No.  3436  and  No.  3437  are  both  unimportant,  in  my  opinion. 

No.  3438  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  to  Mr.  boudinot.  I  wish  to 
call  attention  to  one  paragraph.     [Reading:] 

I  shall  be  very  glad  to  furnish  you  promptly  any  information  of  this  kind.  So  if  you 
send  to  me  instead  of  Mr.  Emery,  you  will  always  have  prompt  replies,  Mr.  Emery 
having  assigned  this  work  to  me. 

Before  that  he  had  said : 

In  relation  to  yours  of  the  15th,  to  have  me  send  over  instructions,  rules,  regulations » 
and  blanks  prepared  by  the  Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

So  I  suppose  that  is  what  he  was  sending.  It  seems  to  be  unim- 
portant. 

3439,  3440  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  John  Kbby,  jr.,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  this  letter  should  be  read: 

(3439,  3440.) 

December  16,  1909. 
Mr.  John  Kirby,  Jr., 

Dayton  Manufacturing  Co.j  Dayton^  Ohio. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  had  an  interview  this  afternoon,  extending  from  2.45  to 
4.45,  with  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  of  the  second  New  Jersey  district,  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor.  It  is  the  firat  interview  I  have  had  with  Mr.  Gardner  since  the 
adjournment  of  Congress  last  August  coverii^  labor  matters,  and  I  sought  the  inter- 
view for  the  reason  that  he  introduced  on  Tuesday,  the  14th  instant,  the  original 
eight-hour  bill  which  we  fought  so  vigorously  last  winter,  which  extends  the  eight- 
hour  law  to  all  manufactured  goods  purchased  by  the  United  States  Government. 
Last  August  Mr.  Gardner  was  verv  anxious  for  our  assistance  in  helping  him  to  be  made 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Foet  Offices  and  Post  Roads.  He  was  the  ranking 
member  of  that  committee  and  was  extremely  anxiouj  to  ^et  off  the  Labor  Committee. 
We  did  some  work  for  Mr.  Gardner  along  the  lines  he  wished  done,  but  the  Speaker 
was  under  the  impression  that  Mr.  Gardner  had  better  be  left  chairman  of  the  Labor 
Committee,  and  certainly  our  friends  here  in  Congress  coincide  with  the  Speaker  in 
that  respect. 

I  made  an  extended  report  to  Mr.  Gardner  this  afternoon  on  what  was  done  for  him 
along  those  lines,  telling  him  why  the  Speaker  wanted  him  retained  on  the  Labor  Com- 
mittee. I  feel  that  my  interview  has  pleased  Mr.  Gardner  and  straightened  him  out 
along  certain  lines,  and  after  talking  over  matters  with  him  about  his  own  district, 
over  which  he  is  very  much  concerned  at  the  present  time,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
we  were  doing  in  Laudenslager's  district,  whicn  district  1  gave  him  some  information 
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about.  Laudenslager  and  Gardner  are  not  friends,  and  he  blames  Laudensla^r  to  a 
great  extent  for  his  not  beinf  changed  from  the  Labor  Committee  to  the  Committee  on 
Post  office  and  Podt  Koads  last  summer. 

I  led  up  to  the  subject  I  was  anxious  about — why  he  introduced  the  eight-hour  bill 
so  early  in  this  session — ^and  Mr.  Gardner  informed  me  that  there  was  a  committee  of 
twelve  from  the  lai^e  labor  organizations  which  called  on  him  a  few  davs  ago  and 
requested  him  to  again  present  his  ei^ht-hour  bill.  In  addition  to  this,  he  told  me 
that  Mr.  William  Sulzer,  of  the  tenth  New  York  district,  had  a  bill  which  he  was  going 
to  present,  and  he  presented  his  old  bill  for  the  especial  purpose  of  smothering  it  in 
committee,  knowing  that  if  he  did  not  present  his  oill  Sulzer  would  present  one  and 
that  the  labor  (Congressmen  in  the  House  would  present  a  bill  similar  to  hip,  so  he 
thought  it  be^t,  all  around,  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  to  present  the 
bill,  and  that  he  is  in  a  position  not  to  call  the  committee  together  or  have  any  hearings 
on  the  bill  and  keep  it  m  committee.  By  doing  this  he  was  under  the  impression  that 
he  would  serve  our  friends  and  smother  any  other  measure  of  this  kind  that  might 
come  up  in  Congress. 

Mr.  Gardner  was  anxious  to  know  if  the  Speaker  had  not  fixed  the  Committee  on 
Labor  so  that  an  eight-hour  bill  would  not  get  through.  This  question  I  told  him  I 
was  not  able  to  anHwer,  for  I  did  not  want  to  give  him  a  chance  to  get  any  information 
of  this  kind  coming  from  us.  Before  leaving  his  committee  room  Mr.  Gardner  gave 
me  to  understand  that  it  would  be  an  utter  impossibility  to  get  any  eight-hour  bill 
through  at  thin  se.s.«ion,  as  he  would  use  his  best  endeavors  as  chairman  of  the  Labor 
Committee  to  keep  it  out,  and  he  and  I  parted  with  the  understanding  that  1  would 
send  this  information  to  our  people.  I  know  this  is  a  very  important  statement  com- 
ing from  Gardner,  for  it  will  save  us  a  lot  of  work  in  Congress,  so  I  am  anxious  to  have 
this  reach  the  officers  of  our  association  as  soon  eL»  possible  in  order  that  they  may 
know  what  .we  may  expect  from  this  committee. 

Closing  with  best  wij-hes,  believe  me  to  be. 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  , 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Let  me  ask  whether  there  are  any  other  letters  on 
that  matter.  The  campaign  made  against  Gardner  was  pulled  off 
at  Gardner^s  request  at  a  former  interview  I  had  with  him,  before, 
I  believe,  I  wrote  that  letter,  so  that  is  the  reason  I  am  asking  if  there 
are  any  other  letters  passed  by. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  up  to  this  time  we  have 
passed  any  about  Mr.  Gardner. 

Nos.  3441,  3442,  3443,  3444,  3445,  3446-3447,  3448,  3449,  3450, 
3451-3452,  3453  all  seem  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3454  also  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3455  is  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  this  letter: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  had  a  very  pleasing  interview  yesterday  with  Mr.  Richard 
Bartholdt,  chairman  of  the  Ommittee  on  Public  Buildings,  which  lasted  over  an 
hour.  Bartholdt  wanted  to  talk  to  me  about  (pushing;  and  when  1  was  through  with 
Mr.  Bartholdt  I  know  that  he  had  an  education,  so  far  as  Cushing  is  concerned,  that 
will  last  for  some  time.  He  stated  to  me  that  Cushing  had  been  coming  around  his 
office  lately  seeking  information,  and  before  1  left  his  ofnce  he  assured  me  that  Cushing 
would  get  no  more  information  from  his  office— 

And  so  forth.    Then,  further  along,  I  read  the  following: 

Mr.  WatHon  came  to  town  yesterday,  and  I  had  an  interview  with  him  this  after- 
noon, which  lasted  from  half  past  two  until  four.  I  expect  to  be  in  New  York  next 
week,  and  I  want  to  talk  over  with  you  my  conversation  with  Mr.  Watson;  for  if  we 
can  accomplish  what  Mr.  Watson  wants  and  bring  it  around,  we  would  have  things 
our  own  way  in  this  fity  for  a  great  many  years  to  come.  Mr.  Watson  assured  me 
that  he  was  calh.*d  here  at  the  request  of  the  President.  He  will  leave  for  home  at 
six  p.  m.  to-night  and  will  return  after  Congress  meets  in  January  and  will  be  here 
the  balance  of  the  winter. 

Do  you  remember  what  the  great  scheme  was  that  Mr.  Watson  had 
at  this  time,  of  which  you  say  that  if  you  could  accomplish  it  you 
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would  have  things  your  own  way  in  New  York  City  for  a  great  many 
years  to  come  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  other  letters  will  clear  that  up;  I  am  not 
quite  clear  on  tliat  point  just  now. 

Senator  Reed.  \ery  well.  I  do  not  see  any  reason  why  No.  3456 
should  be  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  see  that  that  is  important. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3457  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

No.  3458  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  you. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says: 

I  am  always  glad  to  know  of  what  is  going  on  at  Washington,  and  nobody  is  better 
(qualified  to  tell  me  than  you  are.  Nevertheless,  between  you  and  I,  I  want  to  cau- 
tion you  to  be  a  little  careful  not  to  hurt  our  good  friend  Emer>''s  sensitive  nature. 
You  know  he  is  held  responsible  for  reports  from  Washington,  and  it  might  be  that 
he  would  feel  a  little  grieved,  without  ever  mentioning  it,  were  I  to  call  upon  you 
for  information  which  I  shouloproperly  ask  him  for.  Of  course  there  must  be  a  man- 
aging director  handling  our  affairs  at  Washington,  and  unless  that  principle  is  rec- 
ognized confusion,  if  not  friction,  might  result.  I  am  mentioning  this  merely  to 
put  a  thought  in  your  mind  and  not  in  any  way  to  criticize  the  contents  of  your  let- 
ters to  me,  and  which  I  shall  be  glad  to  receive  from  time  to  time  as  you  may  possess 
information  which  you  think  I  would  like  to  have. 

The  next  paragraph  is  something  about  a  box,  which  need  not  be 
read. 

The  next  letter  is  one  from  Mr.  Bird,  signed  "J.  P.  Bird,  general 
manager,"  and  it  should  be  numbered  3459.  It  does  not  appear  to  be 
numbered  in  the  printed  proof,  although  the  original  letter  is 
numbered.     It  reads  as  follows: 

(3459.) 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers 

OF  THE  United  States  of  America, 

New  York,  December  28,  1909. 

Ool.  M.  M.  MuLHALL, 

610  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington^  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  Your  letter  of  December  21  was  duly  received. 
I  note  carefully  your  interview  with  Mr.  Bartholdt :  also  your  reference  to  Mr.  Wataon. 
I  shall  be  very  glad  to  see  you  when  you  can  drop  in  the  office.     I  know  of  nothing 
new  I  can  communicate  to  you  at  the  present  time,  and  am  therefore  closing  with  a 
happy  New  Year  to  yourself  and  Mrs.  Mulhall. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager. 

The  next  is  Xo.  3460,  which  seems  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
Mr.  Mulhall.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

You  will  call  to  mind  the  conversation  with  you  in  Mr.  Emer\''6  office  with  reference 
to  the  publications  of  the  National  Monetary  ('ommisaion,  and  my  impression  is  that 
I  have  requested  you  previously  to  send  to  Mr.  D.  A.  Tompkins.  Chsu'lotte,  North 
Carolina,  two  copies  of  each  of  the  books  that  are  now  reatly  for  deliver^-.  And  can  you 
make  arrangements  as  fast  as  they  are  out  of  press  to  see  that  they  arc  forwardea  to 
him? 

What  did  this  concern  have  to  do  with  the  National  Monetary 
Commission,  if  you  know  ? 

Mr.  MuuHALL.  They  were  interested  in  that  bill.  I  do  not  know 
just  how  far;  I  can  not  say  now. 
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Senator  Reed.  3461,  3462  I  think  ifi  unimportant. 
1  o.  3463  is  unimportant. 
No.  3464  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
No.  3466  is  unimportant. 

No.  3466,  No.  3467;  No.  3468,  No.  3469,  No.  3470,  No.  3471,  and 
No.  3472  are  all,  in  my  judgment,  unimportant. 

No.  3473  is  a  letter  from  James  A.  Emery  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLUALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads  as  follows : 


(3473.) 


Washington,  January  10,  1910. 


Col.  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

Union  Trust  Building ,  Washington ,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Colonel:  As  I  am  leaving  for  New  York,  I  shall  commit  to  writing  one 
or  two  suggestions  as  a  reminder  for  vou. 

1st.  Please  keep  an  eye  open  for  hearings  before  the  Judiciary  Committees  of  the 
House  and  Senate  and  the  Labor  Committee  of  both  bodies,  and  inform  me  if  such 
matters  are  contemplated. 

2nd.  If  any  bills  in  which  you  believe  we  are  especially  interested  are  presented, 
send  a  copy  to  New  York. 

3rd.  I  suggest  you  call  on  Mr.  Denby,  of  Michigan,  and  have  a  little  talk  with  him 
about  labor  before  the  subcommittee,  of  which  he  is  a  member,  requesting  that  if  by 
any  chance  hearings  should  be  had  he  will  see  that  the  clerk  is  instructed  to  notify  us 
of  that  fact.    I  only  suggest  this  that  you  may  be  in  touch  with  him. 

4th.  If  you  will  look  at  H.  R.  17168  you  will  see  a  new  eight-hour  bill,  introduced 
by  Mr.  Garner,  of  the  12th  Pennsylvania  district.  It  is  a  more  drastic  bill  than  Gard- 
ner's, and  as  Gamer  is  a  Republican,  a  somewhat  surprising  one.  Will  you  look  into 
the  gentleman's  political  history  and  find  out  what  tne  probable  cause  for  his  action 
is;  whether  or  not  he  is  of  sufficient  influence  to  cause  his  measure  to  receive  any  spe- 
cial consideration? 

If  anything  unexpected  should  turn  up  tliat  in  any  way  worries  you,  do  not  hesitate 
to  use  the  long-distance  phone. 

With  best  of  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  James  A.  Emery. 

Is  No.  3474  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  may  be  of  some  interest,  or  may  throw  some 
light  on  the  situation.     I  will  read  this : 

Mt  Dear  Bird:  Several  months  ago  I  talked  to  you  about  asking  for  a  raise  of  salary 
from  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  leaders  of  our  association.  I  have  been  seven  years  in  the 
employ  of  this  organization  the  first  of  this  month,  and  although  I  am  positive  that  I 
have  accomplished  great  things  for  it  during  that  time,  I  might  virtuallv  say  Uiat  my 
etifKTy  has  not  been  increased  or  have  I  received  any  promotion  in  its  ranks.  In  di£fer- 
ent  interviews  I  had  with  you  upon  this  matter  you  told  me  to  leave  it  in  your  hands 
and  you  would  see  that  things  were  done.  I  expected  that  I  would  hear  from  you 
before  the  first  of  the  month  upon  this  matter,  so  I  am  sending  you  this  short  note  to 
say  that  I  intend  to  write  to  Mr.  Kirby  at  the  New  York  office  fully  upon  this  matter 
to-morrow,  and  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  for  your  good  offices  to  help  out,  as  you 
agroed  you  would,  so  this  is  one  of  the  reasons  I  am  asking  you  in  another  letter  I  am 
mailing  you  to  arrange  an  interview  for  me  with  Mr.  Kirby  on  next  Friday  night. 

No.  3475  is  unimportant. 

3476-3477  is  anotner  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  had  a  short  interview  this  morning  with  Senator  Aldrich,  of  Rhode  Island,  and 
he  told  me  that  the  first  report  for  distribution  was  about  ready  and  for  me  to  go  over 
and  see  Mr.  Sheldon,  one  of  his  secretaries,  and  give  him  the  list  of  those  to  whom 
I  wished  the  reports  sent. 


3150      MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEOISLATION. 

That  refers  to  the  report  of  the  National  Monetary  Commission  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph: 

My  interview  with  Senator  Aldrich  was  about  the  campai^  that  is  now  going  on 
in  his  own  State  for  his  reelection,  and  he  is  extremely  anxious  that  I  go  to  Rhode 
Island  as  soon  as  I  possibly  can  to  help  out  in  this  campami.  He  gave  me  the  names 
of  several  gentlemen  for  me  to  see,  two  of  them  In  Washington  and  the  balance  in 
Providence,  and  I  assured  him  that  I  should  do  all  I  possibly  could  to  have  our  people 
help  him  at  the  earliest  possible  moment.  After  leaving  Senator  Aldrich  I  called 
on  Mr.  Sheldon  and  gave  nim  the  address  of  the  New  York  office,  and  he  assured  me 
that  he  would  place  our  New  York  office  on  his  mailing  list  and  would  be  ready  to 
send  out  some  of  the  reports  which  will  be  printed  in  the  next  few  days. 

No.  3478  is  unimportant. 

I  think  No.  3479  is  unimportant. 

No.  3481  and  No.  3482  are  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3483  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  John  Kirby,  jr.  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  \  es. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  that: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Kirby:  I  had  a  pleasing  interview  yesterday  with  Senator  Aldrich, 
of  Rhode  Island.  I  feel  that  you  are  aware  that  we  liave  been  doing  some  organiza- 
tion work  for  the  Senator  ft>r  the  past  yeai  in  his  district,  and  he  aasured  me  yesterday 
that  he  was  ^eatly  pleased  with  the  work  that  was  done,  and  he  requested  me  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  to  visit  his  State  and  continue  the  work  that  I  have  been 
doing.  He  wished  me  when  I  went  to  Providence  to  see  General  Charles  R.  Brtiyton 
there  and  Mr.  Gluey  Arnold.  He  advised  me  also  to  see  Congrassman  W.  P.  Shef- 
field and  A.  B.  Capnai,  and  Senator  Wetmore,  hw  colleague,  and  advis<»  with  them 
in  relation  to  cam))aign  work  in  that  State.  The  Senator  also  advised  his  secretary 
to  furnish  me  witli  the  full  reixjrta  of  the  Monetary  (Commission  as  soon  ai  printed, 
and  he  sent  me  over  to  t^ee  his  secretary,  Mr.  Sh€»ldon,  who  put  the  New  York  office 
on  his  mailing  list  for  tho«e  reports. 

Then  on  the  next  page: 

I  know  that  you  are  aware  from  the  President's  message  that  the  Sherman  law  is 
perfectly  safe  and  that  there  will  be  no  legalizing  of  the  boycott,  so  imder  these  cir- 
cumstances I  think  that  in  the  near  future  I  could  do  mort»  gfKjd  work  in  the  field  than 
I  can  render  here.  Hoj>ing  t^)  hear  from  you  upon  this  subject  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  read  the  second  paragraph  on  the  first 

Senator  Walsh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it.     It  is  as  follows: 

I  am  writing  this  letter  to  y(»u  in  relation  to  the  field  work,  and  I  sent  you  some  time 
ago  a  confidential  list  of  names  that  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  Watson  last  year  for  us  to 
take  up  and  do  work  ui>on,  Watson  assuring  me  that  the  S])eaker,  the  national  con- 
gressional committee,  and  other  leaders  would  be  ver>'  much  pleased  if  the.'^e  people 
could  be  defeated  for  nomination  and  reelection.  I  had  a  long  interview  with  the 
chairman  of  the  national  committee  and  other  leaders  here  before  I  sent  you  this  list, 
and  they  are  all  anxious  that  we  shall  get  active  as  soon  as  we  possibly  can  in  some  of 
the  districts  nt>w  re})restMited  by  those  insurgents.  I  hope  you  will  O.  K.  this  work 
and  advise  me  to  go  ahead  the  way  that  I  forn\erly  have  done,  and  I  feel  positive  that  I 
will  be  able  to  ixet  g()od  n*^*ults  and  satisfv  the  leaders  of  the  House  and  Senate  over 
here.  I  am  positive  tliat  ju'^t  as  soon  as  \lr.  Emery  get«  back  I  can  be  spared  from 
this  city  for  some  time,  lor  we  have  s])lendid  assiu^nces  over  here  from  the  leaders  of 
both  Houses  that  there  will  be  n(»  radical  labor  legislation  got  through  at  this  «c»ssion. 

Have  you  anywhere  that  list  that  was  made  up  ? 
Mr.  MVlhall.  That  is  that  same  list  you  have  been  talking  about 
all  along,  I  believe  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  black  list  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.   Y(  s. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  think  Nos.  3484,  3485,  3486,  and  3487  are  unim- 
portant. 

3488, 3489  is  a  Schwedtman  letter,  addressed  '*My  Dear  Ferdinand." 
I  will  read  this  part: 

After  I  left  Mr.  Sherman's  office,  Mr.  Wateon  stated  that  he  would  advise  us  to  go 
ahead  and  get  up  the  meeting  in  the  early  part  of  April,  and  that  he  was  positive,  from 
a  few  private  words  that  he  had  with  Sherman,  that  ne  will  fill  the  date  that  you  people 
make. 

No.  3490  is  unimportant. 

No.  3491  is  a  letter  to  Boudinot  asking  to  have  the  tariff  committee's 
reports  sent  to  Judge  Speer,  and  also  a  United  States  map.     These 

Eeople  seem  to  have  gone  into  the  distributing  of  public  documents, 
y  this  time. 
The  letter  says : 

I  am  positive  that  I  sent  a  map  and  a  set  of  the  tariff  committee's  reports  to  Mr.  Kirby 
also  and  to  every  member  of  our  executive  board,  and  also  gave  instructions  to  send 
three  seta  to  the  New  York  office. 

They  were  pretty  generous  with  them;  more  so  than  I  was  able  to 
be. 

Nos.  3492  and  3493  are  unimportant. 

3494-3495  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  John  Kirby,  jr.,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  3494-3495.) 

•Senator  Reed.  No.  3496  is  a  letter  to  Speer,  of  which  I  want  to  read 
a  little: 

As  Mr.  Emery  has  been  out  of  town  for  the  past  week,  I  have  taken  the  liberty  of 
making  his  promise  good  and  sent  you  the  map  and  nine  volumes  of  the  tariff  hearings. 
I  have  also  sent  through  this  mail  to  you  a  book  on  the  rules  and  digest  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  which  I  feel  may  be  valuable  for  your  library.  For  the  seven  years 
I  have  been  over  here  I  have  been  in  close  touch  with  a  number  of  the  Members  of  the 
House,  and  we  keep  track  of  the  documents  that  are  issued  by  Congress,  so  if  there  is 
anything  you  wish  along  those  lines  Mr.  Emery  or  myself  would  be  pleased  to  send 
them  to  you  at  ahy  time. 

I  suppose  you  sent  them  out  with  the  compliments  of  the  associ- 
ation instead  of  the  United  States  Government  or  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Certainly. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  sent  them  out  under  a  frank  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  Mr.  Kirby  made  a  mistake  by  writing  to  Mr. 
Gardner  thanking  him  for  some  books  that  were  sent,  but  afterwards 
he  acknowledged  he  made  the  mistake  and  thanked  the  party  who 
sent  them. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3497  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3498  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  little  of  it: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Please  find  with  this  letter  a  copy  of  a  report  I  am  sending 
to  Mr.  Kirby.  In  addition  to  what  I  said  to  Mr.  Kirby,  I  expect  to  he  very  busy 
here  this  coming  week,  as  Gompers  has  sent  out  a  general  call  last  Thursday  to  get  as 
many  labor  agitators  here  as  he  possibly  can  for  the  first  three  days  of  next  week  to 
attend  the  meeting  of  the  Civic  Federation.  There  will  be  lot«  of  bulldozing  done 
by  the  labor  agitators,  but  we  are  in  such  splendid  shape  here  that  we  are  not  afraid 
that  they  will  make  any  headway. 

Nos.  3499  and  3500  appear  to  be  unimportant. 
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No.  3501  is  another  "Dear  Ferdinand"  letter: 

I  feel  positive  that  you  had  a  lon^  interview  with  Mr.  Emeiy  and  that  everj'thing 
has  been  made  plain  to  you  in  relation  to  the  work  over  here  since  Conffreas  opened. 
Mr.  Watson  has  been  here  for  some  time  and  is  the  same  old  Watson,  always  willing 
to  aid  and  do  everything  he  possibly  can  to  help  us;  so  with  his  assistance  and  his 
friends  here  this  winter  I  see  nothing  but  success. 

I  am  extremely  sorry  to  hear  that  Mr.  Van  Cleave  is  sick,  but  I  am  glad  that  you 
say  it  is  nothing  serious.  Both  Mr.  Watson  and  myself  were  anxious  to  know  if  you 
would  return  this  way. 

No.  3502  is  a  mere  hotel  bUl,  and  is  unimportant. 
3503,  3504  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Col.  Mulhall. 
I  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  note  that  you  are  anxious  to  see  Mr.  Van  Cleave  in  Washington  and  that  Mr. 
Watson  was  very  much  disappointed  at  not  seeing  him  there  this  time.  Mr.  Van 
Cleave  told  me  last  night  that  he  expects  to  go  to  Washington  during  the  month  of 
February,  probably  somewhere  near  the  25th.  Please  tell  this  to  Mr.  Watson  and  at 
the  same  time  give  him  the  assurance  of  our  continued  friendship,  esteem,  and  desire 
to  return  him  to  a  position  of  political  influence.  To-day,  just  tne  same  as  every  day 
for  the  last  three  years,  we  are  more  anxious  to  help  our  friend  Watson  than  any  other 
public  man.  Mr.  Watson  is  due  in  St.  Louis  on  l*ebruary  15,  at  which  time  he  is  to 
address  our  members  at  our  monthly  meeting. 

The  Chairman.  Below  that  it  says: 

Mr.  Emery  advised  us  at  great  length  of  the  Washington  situation. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3505  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  Mulhall, 
and  I  read  this  part  of  it: 

Mr.  Emery  and  I  were  together  day  and  night,  and  he  could  not  say  too  much,  in 
praise  of  you  and  Mr.  Watson  and  a  number  of  our  good  old  friends.  I  believe  that 
with  hardly  an  exception  everyone  was  impressed  with  your  work,  with  your  faithful- 
ness, and  your  accomplishments. 

Mr.  Kirby  had  several  meetings  with  Mr.  Emery  and  me,  and  upon  his  invitation  I 
returned  on  the  same  train  to  the  West. 

He  sends  his  regards  to  Mrs.  Mulhall,  to  Mr.  Watson,  ''and  to  our 
other  Washington  friends." 

No.  3506  purports  to  be  an  original  letter  from  Kirby  to  Mulhall. 
Is  that  the  origmal  letter  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

I  am  especially  pleased  to  have  you  say  that  we  are  not  without  friends  in  Washing- 
ton, and  I  think  everything  tends' to  verify  yoiur  statements,  notwithstanding  the  in- 
sidious efforts  of  a  certain  friend  of  yours,  whose  name  1  need  not  mention,  to  out  them 
off  our  list. 

Who  was  this  ''certain  friend  of  yours ^'  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was  Gushing  that  he  meant,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     He  says: 

Noting  particularly  what  you  say  in  the  second  paragraph  of  your  letter  of  the  11th 
and  to  which  you  refer  in  the  last  paragraph  of  yours  of  the  15th  with  respect  to  yoi;r 
work,  of  course,  as  I  said  before,  it  would  not  do  for  me  to  interfere  with  Sir.  Emery's 
and  Mr.  Bird's  plans  by  undertaking  to  direct  your  movements.  That  would  play 
havoc  and  mix  us  all  up. 

If  what  you  propose  is  agreeable  to  Mr.  Emerj-,  it  will  meet  with  my  approval,  and 
I  am  sure  it  will  meet  with  Mr.  Bird's  approWl  also.  I  have  explicit  confidence  in 
their  judgment  and  yours  and  as  to  what  should  or  should  not  be  done  for  the  best 
interests  of  the  cause  in  which  we  are  engaged,  so  whatever  you  and  Mr.  Emery  agree 
upon  you  can  rest  assured  will  have  my  endorsement,  through  thick  and  thin. 

The'  omission  in  the  President's  message  of  any  recommendation  to  amend  the 
Sherman  law  as  affecting  our  cause  was  a  great  \'ictory.  as  I  view  it,  and  we  certainly 
have  reason  to  feel  grateful  over  Mr.  Taft's  changed  Wews  with  regard  to  this  impor- 
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tant  question.  He  is  doing  fine,  and  if  he  would  only  quit  playing  with  the  injunc- 
tion propofidtion  we  could  well  say  amen.  However,  we  seem  to  be  getting  along  very 
well,  and  I  believe  we  are  well  fortified  in  our  Washington  "watchdogs." 

I  call  your  attention  to  that  sentence: 

However,  we  seem  to  be  getting  along  very  well,  and  I  believe  we  are  well  fortified 
in  our  Washington  **  watchdogs." 

Who  were  these  Washington  watchdogs  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  should  judge  it  was  the  entire  lobby  here,  sir. 
That  would  be  Judge  Davenport,  Emery,  myself,  Watson,  and  all 
the  active  members  that  were  working  in  their  behalf. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  somebody  inside  of  Congress,  too, 
that  you  regarded  as  pretty  good  auxiliaries  to  the  wat^ndog  con- 
tingent 1 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  another  member  will  appear  on  the  sur- 
face very  soon  in  the  shape  of  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott.  I  think  he 
was  one  of  our  watchdogs. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3507,  3508  another  letter  from  Kirby  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  only  about  his  salary. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  fie  will  *' recommend  to  Mr.  Bird  that  he 
add  $50  a  month  to  your  salary." 

No.  3509  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  yourself,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  His  statement  is: 

I  had  no  opportunity  of  taking  this  up  with  Mr.  Kirhy  until  Friday,  the  day  that  he 
left.  We  thoroughly  canvassed  the  matter,  and  I  used  my  good  offices  to  bring 
about  the  result  you  desire.  Mr.  Kirby  expressed  no  opinion  relative  to  my  argu- 
ments with  him,  but  stated  he  desired  to  take  this  matter  up  personally  and  would 
advise  me  of  the  ultimate  result.  You  can  rest  assured  that  he  will  do  this,  and,  I  feel 
confident,  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  you. 

To  what  does  that  refer  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  that  is  the  raise  in  salary,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  is  signed  by  J.  P.  Bird. 

No.  3510  is  nothing  but  an  acknowledgment  of  letters,  and  I  think 
need  not  be  read.     The  original  letter  of  Mr.  Bird  is  here,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  not  important  to  read  No.  3511. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

There  have  been  several  requests  from  different  Members  of  Congress  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  have  us  do  some  field  work,  so  Mr.  Emery  expects  me  to  leave  here  in 
a  day  or  two  to  do  this  work,  and  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  early  on 
Monday  when  I  expect  to  be  in  the  New  York  office  to  talk  matters  over  with  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  were  some  of  those  Members  who  had  requested 
that  you  go  and  do  field  work  for  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  generally  reported  to  Mr.  Sherman,  to  Senator 
Aldrich,  to  Mr.  McKinle}^,  or  any  of  the  leading  Members  that  I  was 
acquainted  with,  to  take  orders  from  those  people  whenever  they 
wanted  work  done.  That  was  the  understanding  under  the  Van 
Cleave  administration,  and  it  had  not  been  changed  up  to  that  time 
under  the  Kirby  administration. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3512  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
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No.  3512  is  followed  by  a  letter  of  January  21,  1910,  which  is  not 
numbered.     It  should  be  marked  No.  3512-A. 
It  says: 

You  wiU  please  find  inclosed  some  correspondence  that  I  have  had  with  the  Retail 
Dry  Goods  Association  of  New  York  in  relation  to  the  Farrell  incident,  which  I  wrote 
to  you  about  so  often. 

Senator  Wai^h.  It  is  simply  that  they  do  not  take  any  stock  in 
Farrell. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unimportant.  Then  there  is  a  refer- 
ence here  to  No.  3358.  I  do  not  know  what  that  refers  to,  and  the 
clerk  will  strike  it  out  if  it  is  unnecessary. 

The  next  is  3513,  3515. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  now  take  a  recess,  as  a  vote 
is  being  taken  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

(At  3.45  p.  m,  the  subcommittee  took  an  informal  recess  until  4.05 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER  RECESS. 

At  4  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its 
session. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  stand  adjourned  until  10.30 
o'clock  to-morrow,  at  which  time  it  will  meet  in  the  room  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  the  Capitol  Building. 

(Thereupon,  at  4  o'clock  and  6  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
adjourned  until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.  Thursday,  July  24,  1913.) 
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tant  question.  He  is  doing  fine,  and  if  he  would  only  quit  playing  with  the  injunc- 
tion piopoflition  we  could  well  say  amen.  However,  we  seem  to  be  getting  along  very 
well,  and  I  believe  we  are  well  fortified  in  ouf  Washington  ^'watchdogs." 

I  call  your  attention  to  that  sentence: 

However,  we  seem  to  be  getting  along  very  well,  and  I  believe  we  are  well  fortified 
in  our  Washington  ''watchdogs.'' 

Who  were  these  Washington  watchdogs  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  should  judge  it  was  the  entire  lobby  Jiere,  sir. 
That  would  be  Judge  Davenport,  Emery,  myself,  Watson,  and  all 
the  active  members  that  were  working  in  their  behalf. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  somebody  inside  of  Congress,  too, 
that  you  regarded  as  pretty  good  auxiUaries  to  the  watchdog  con- 
tingent ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  another  member  will  appear  on  the  sur- 
face very  soon  in  the  shape  of  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott.  I  think  he 
was  one  of  our  watchdogs. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3507,  3508  another  letter  from  Kirby  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  only  about  his  salary. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  he  will  *' recommend  to  Mr.  Bird  that  he 
add  $50  a  month  to  your  salary." 

No.  3509  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  yourself,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  His  statement  is: 

I  had  no  opportunity  of  taking  this  up  with  Mr.  Kirby  until  Friday,  the  day  that  he 
left.  We  thoroughly  canvassea  the  matter,  and  I  used  my  good  officee  to  bring 
about  the  result  you  desire.  Mr.  Kirby  expressed  no  opinion  relative  to  my  argu« 
ments  with  him,  but  stated  he  desired  to  take  this  matter  up  {>er8onallj  and  would 
advise  me  of  the  ultimate  result.  You  can  rest  assured  that  he  will  do  this,  and,  I  feel 
confident,  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  you. 

To  what  does  that  refer  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  ^ess  that  is  the  raise  in  salary,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  is  signed  by  J.  P.  Bird. 

No.  3510  is  nothing  but  an  acknowiedmient  of  letters,  and  I  think 
need  not  be  read.    The  original  letter  of  Mr.  Bird  is  here,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  not  important  to  read  No.  3511. 
The  Chaikman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

There  have  been  several  requests  from  different  Members  of  Congress  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  have  us  do  some  field  work,  so  Mr.  Emery  expects  me  to  leave  here  in 
%  day  or  two  to  do  this  work,  and  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  ]^ou  early  on 
Monday  when  I  expect  to  be  in  the  New  York  office  to  talk  matters  over  with  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  were  some  of  those  Members  who  had  requested 
that  you  go  and  do  field  work  for  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Igenerally  reported  to  Mr.  Sherman,  to  Senator 
Aldrich,  to  Mr.  McKinley,  or  any  of  the  leading  Members  that  I  was 
acquainted  with,  to  talce  orders  from  those  people  whenever  they 
wanted  work  done.  That  was  the  understanding  under  the  Van 
Cleave  administration,  and  it  had  not  been  changra  up  to  that  time 
under  the  Kirby  administration. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3512  seems  to  be  unimportant. 
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No.  3512  is  followed  by  a  letter  of  January  21,  1910,  which  is  noi 
numbered.    It  should  be  marked  No.  3512-A. 
It  says: 

You  will  please  find  incloeed  aome  correspondence  that  I  have  had  wich^the  Retail 
D^  Croods  Aflsociation  of  New  York  in  relation  to  the  Fazrell  incident,  which  I  wrote 
to  you  about  so  often. 

.Senator  Walsh.  It  is  simply  that  they  do  not  take  any  stock  in 
Farrell. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unimportant.  Then  there  is  a  refer- 
ence here  to  No.  3358.  I  do  not  know  what  that  refers  to,  and  the 
clerk  will  strike  it  out  if  it  is  unnecessary. 

The  next  is  3513,  3515. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  now  take  a  recess,  as  a  vote 
is  being  taken  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate. 

(At  3.45  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  took  an  informal  recess  until  4.05 
o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTER  RECESS. 

At  4  o'clock  and  5  minutes  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its 
session. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  stand  adjourned  until  10.30 
o'clock  to-morrow,  at  which  time  it  will  meet  m,  the  room  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  the  Capitol  Building. 

(Thereupon,  at  4  o'clock  and  6  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subconunittee 
adjourned  until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.  Thursday,  July  24,  1913.) 


TCTLT  24,   191S. 

suboommrtteb  op  the  commrtteb  on  the  judiciaby, 

United  States  Senate, 

WasMngton^  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m. 
Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Keed,  Walsh,  Nelson,  and 
Cummins. 

TE8TIH0HT  OF  KARTIN  HICHAEI  MTJIiHAIiL— Besnmed. 

Senator  Waush.*  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  hand  you  3513-3515,  and  ask  you 
if  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  whicn  you  sent  to  Kirbj! 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examininff  letter).    Yes.  sir. 
Senator  Waush.  Will  you  read  it,  Senator  (jverman! 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

J.  have  consulted  with  Mr.  Emery  about  the  field  work,  which  is  very  press* 
log  at  Uie  present  time,  as  there  are  several  Senators  and  Members  of  the 
House  who  are  anxious  to  have  us  help  them  in  their  districts.  Of  course, 
this  work  Is  absolutely  necessary  in  order  that  we  may  stand  A  No.  1  with 
the  leaders  of  the  House  on  both  sides.  I  expect  to  leave  here  next  week, 
with  Uie  approval  of  Mr.  Emery,  and  go  to  Rhode  Island  to  help  out  Senator 
Aldrich,  for  It  behooves  us  to  do  everything  we  can  to  make  Aldrlch  our  warm 
friend,  for  with  him  on  the  Senate  side,  backed  up  by  several  other  leading 
Senators,  we  are  always  assured  of  a  good  chance  of  blocking  anything  that 
comes  from  the  House  side,  even  if  we  fail  there. 
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Senator  Walsh.  No.  3515  is  a  letter  whidi  you  received  from  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mttt.tjatj.  (after  examination.)*  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  his  signature,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  MxnjaALL.  Yes,^ir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant 

Senator  Waush.  No.  8516  is  ooe  of  t^e  usual  accounts  that  you 
submitted  f 

Mr.  MiTLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  moneys  therein  referred  to  were  expended 
by  you  and  the  amounts  were  received  as  stated  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  3517-3519  is  a  duplicate  of  3516. 

No.  3520  is  omitted. 

3521, 3522  does  not  seem  to  be  of  any  consequence. 

The  CHAHtMAX.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Waush.  No.  3523  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  John  Kirby. 

The  Chaibmak.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Waush.  No.  3524  is  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3525  is  a  letter  addressed  "  My  Dear  Ferdi- 
nand." 

The  Chairman.  I  might  read  a  part  of  that 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  letter  sent  by  you  to  Schwedtman,  is  it? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).    Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

My  Dear  FsBDizTAinr:  At  tbe  request  olj  many  Washington  friends  and  with 
the  approval  of  Mr.  Emery,  I  started  out  last  week  to  do  some  field  work, 
and  a  letter  that  I  am  sending  Mr.  Bmery  from  here  to^ay  (which  yon  wiU 
please  find  a  copy  of)  will  explain  to  you  in  a  brief  way  how  the  work  is 
going  on.  There  are  a  number  of  our  Washington  friends,  including  some  from 
Indiana,  who  are  extremely  anxious  that  Mr.  Herbert  Parsons  wiU  not  be  a 
Member  of  the  next  House,  and  I  am  perfectly  confident  that  we  can  do  more 
than  our  share  to  retire  him  from  this  time  out 

Senator  Walsh.  3626-3628  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Emery,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mui4HALii  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter : 

Mt  Dbab  Jauxs  :  I  got  to  the  New  York  oflSce  on  Monday  morning,  and  in 
Hie  afternoon  had  quite  an  extended  interview  with  our  friend  Bird,  and  I 
gaye  him  a  detaUed  account  of  what  is  going  on  in  Washington  concerning  my 
mission  Bast  at  the  present  time.  I  was  compelled  to  remain  in  New  York  for 
two  days,  and  I  carefully  looked  over  the  thirteenth  New  York  district 
(Herbert  Parsons).  Of  course  I  lived  in  this  district  for  10  years  all  the  time 
that  I  was  engaged  with  the  Quay-Hackett  organization,  so  I  know  most  of  the 
workers  in  the  district,  and  on  Monday  and  Tuesday  evenings  I  met  a  large 
number  of  them.  Besides  this,  I  saw  several  members  of  the  Retail  Dry  Qoods 
Association  of  New  York,  and  after  looking  the  field  over  for  48  hours,  I  am 
perfectly  confident  I  can  make  good  the  statement  I  made  to  you  and  our 
Indiana  friend. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3529  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr. 

Bird? 
Mr.  MxtlhaIjL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  8530  is  nnimp<»rtant. 

No.  3581  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  George  (Jordan  Battle  ? 
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Mr.  MuiiHAUi  (after  examination).  Tes. 
The  Chaibman.  That  is  as  follows : 

Yonr  letter  of  November  19  last  was  received  at  office  during  my  absence  on 
account  of  illness,  and  has  only  been  called  to  my  attention  to-day.  This  fact 
explains  my  delay  and  apparent  discourtesy  in  failing  to  acknowledge  Its 
receipt.  Please  accept  my  tbanks  for  your  kind  word^  and  also  for  tbe  service 
which  you  rendered  me  during  the  last  campaign.  I  trust  that  I  shall  have  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon  in  New  York. 

With  kind  regards  to  Mr.  Emery,  I  am. 

Faithfully,  yours,  Geo.  Gobdoit  Battle. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3532  is  a  letter  that  you  received  fr<m  Mr. 
Boudinot  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chaibman.  I  think  that  is  unimportant 
Senator  Walsh.  No.  3583  is  unimportant. 
No.  3534  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Boudinot,  is  it! 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  He  says  in  that  letter : 

We  inclose  herewith  cards  relating  to  pending  legislation  in  several  States. 

They  were  keeping  track  of  legislation  in  the  various  States  as  well 
as  in  Congress? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  were  cards  that  I  asked  for,  to  get  the  names 
of  certain  manufacturers  in  the  different  States,  so  that  when  I 
visited  those  States  I  could  see  those  manufacturers. 

Senator  Walsh.  3535,  3536  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chaibman.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  that  letter : 

I  wish  -to  say  that  I  had  a  very  successful  trip  to  Rhode  Island,  and  we  wiU 
be  able  at  any  time  to  put  up  a  splendid  organization  there  for  Senator  Aldrich, 
of  which  I  feel  you  will  realize  the  great  Importance.  Of  course,  if  we  please 
Senator  Aldrich,  who  is  the  leader  of  the  Senate,  it  saves  us  lots  of  work  on 
the  lesser  lights  on  that  side  of  the  house,  so  I  was  very  much  pleased  with 
work  that  had  been  done  by  friends  of  ours  In  that  State. 

I  have  had  several  letters  from  Mr.  Cox,  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works,  of  Bast 
Boston,  since  I  left  there  last  fall,  and  also  from  labor  workers  In  and  around 
Boston.  I  made  a  short  trip  to  Boston  in  order  to  renew  their  acquaintance, 
as  I  am  very  anxious  to  hold  any  prestige  we  gained  in  Boston  last  fall,  and 
also  anxious  to  please  Mr.  Cox,  as  I  find  him  a  splendid  worker  and  a  man  who 
will  be  able  to  do  us  a  lot  of  good  in  thnt  section  if  we  smooth  him  the  right 
way.  I  gave  him  a  great  talk  about  starting  up  the  manufacturers  in  that 
section  to  become  more  interested  in  our  association,  and  he  seemed  to  take 
hold  of  the  matter  in  the  right  spirit  and  promised  he  would  do  whatever  he 
could  in  the  future  to  help  our  organization  along.  He  stated  that  he  had  not 
heard  from  you  since  he  saw  you  in  Boston  last  fall  with  your  humble  servant, 
and  he  seemed  to  be  a  little  disappointed  about  it  I  think  that  a  nice  letter 
from  you  to  Cox  would  do  us  a  lot  of  good,  so  I  merely  make  this  suggestion, 
if  you  wish  to  carry  it  out.  There  is  a  splendid  chance  to  get  him  to  help  us  in 
Senator  Aldrich's  behalf  this  coming  spring,  so  I  am  doing  all  I  possibly  can 
to  get  Mr.  Cox  and  Senator  Aldrich  together,  for  I  feel  that  such  a  move  as 
this  would  please  Mr.  Cox  very  much. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  3537? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL  (after  examination).  This  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that 
I  sent  to  Mr.  Boudinot. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  that : 

Yours  of  January  29,  with  checlc  inclosed,  was  received  yesterday  morning, 
and  many  thanics  for  the  same.     This  checic  certainly  was  a  very  pleasant 
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surprise,  as  instead  of  $125,  as  formerly,  it  was  for  $175.  I  thought  at  first  that 
your  man  had  made  a  mistake,  but  after  reading  Mr.  Bird's  letter  and  Mr. 
Kirby's  late  letter  to  me,  I  suppose  I  have  again  to  thank  the  New  York  offlce 
and  my  friends  therein,  as  well  as  friends  from  other  sections  of  the  country 
who  are  members  of  our  association,  for  the  last  raise  of  salary. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3538  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Battle  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  letter  in  part  reads  as  follows: 

Your  very  kind  favor  of  January  29th  has  Just  been  received,  and  I  assure 
you  that  I  was  greatly  pleased  to  hear  from  you  and  it  will  afford  me  great 
pleasure  to  renew  my  acquaintance  with  you  in  New  York  in  the  very  near 
future. 

I  note  what  you  say  in  your  letter  about  thanking  me  for  the  services  ren- 
dered In  your  campaign  last  fall.  I  have  been  extremely  sorry  ever  since  that 
campaign  that  I  did  not  become  acquainted  with  you  in  the  early  spring,  and 
thus  have  had  the  opportunity  of  making  a  splendid  effort  In  your  behalf. 
There  are  many  of  your  friends  with  whom  I  have  talked  in  New  York  State 
lately  who  noted  the  splendid  run  you  made  for  district  attorney,  and  who 
believe,  as  I  stated  to  you  in  my  last  letter,  that  they  would  like  to  see  you  as  a 
candidate  of  the  Democratic  Party  for  governor  in  New  York  State  next  fall, 
and  I  firmly  believe  with  them  that  with  your  name  before  the  people  New 
York  would  turn  to  the  Democracy  with  such  a  candidate  as  you  would  make 
for  their  standard'  bearer. 

Mr.  Emery  and  I  are  representing  72  organizations  of  capital  from  New  York 
In  this  city  at  the  National  Legislature,  and  we  are  in  daily  communication 
with  the  secretaries  and  ofiScers  of  those  organizations*  so  I  am  anxious  to  have 
a  conference  with  you  or  with  some  of  your  friends  In  the  near  future  to  do 
organization  work  in  those  associations  n  your  behalf,  if  you  are  the  candidate 
From  the  brief  effort  that  I  made  in  your  behalf  in  New  York  State  last  fall, 
I  found  that  you  had  a  splendid  following  among  the  business  people,  so  for 
that  reason  I  would  like  to  see  those  organizations  take  you  up,  and  if  that  was 
the  case,  I  would  not  only  take  off  my  coat  to  support  you,  but  would  try  to 
make  a  record  in  your  behalf  such  as  is  seldom  made  by  a  party  worker. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3539  is  another  letter  signed  by  Schwedtman,  is 
it  not? 
Mr.  MuiiHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter: 

Incidentally,  I  would  like  the  best  in  the  world  to  have  for  the  work  of  our 
special  committee  the  constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  mutual  aid  societies  of 
the  Rhode  Island  traction  companies.  I  understand  that  Senator  Aldrich  is 
interested  In  these  companies,  and  I  am  told  that  these  mutual  aid  societies 
are  as  near  perfect  as  we  can  get  them  in  this  country. 

• 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3540  is  unimportant. 

3541,  3542  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it 
not! 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  letter  should  be  read. 
Senator  Wai^h.  Yes.    It  is  as  follows : 

For  the  past  few  days  things  have  been  astir  here,  particularly  among  the 
Ohio  delegation.  On  the  advice  of  Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  McKinley  and  others 
I  have  been  working  among  that  delegation  on  account  of  the  stand  they  have 
taken  against  Speaker  Cannon.  Over  a  year  ago,  on  the  advice  of  Mr.  Sherman, 
I  went  out  to  the  eighth  Ohio  district  (Ralph  D.  Cole*s).  Cole  had  no 
possible  chance  before  I  went  there  of  securing  a  third  term  in  Congress,  for 
it  has  been  the  custom  of  that  district  to  only  give  two  terms  to  their  Mem- 
l>ers,  and  when  Cole  tried  to  get  a  third  term  he  found  a  strenuous  opposition 
against  him.  Through  good  work  there,  with  the  aid  of  several  friends  in 
Columbus,  we  got  Cole  the  nomination  and  election,  and  he  has  always  stated 
in  Congress  that  he  owed  his  nomination  to  your  humble  servant. 
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For  the  past  few  months  Cole  has  heen  leading  a  revolt  in  the  Ohio  dtfega- 
tion  againfit  the  Speaker,  so  I  called  on  him  before  I  went  East  and  read  him 
the  riot  act,  and  he  promised  he  wonld  stop  his  agitation,  but  said  that  he 
found  a  strong  opposition  in  his  district  against  the  Spealcer.  I  advised  him 
if  he  wished  to  be  returned  to  Congress  next  year  that  he  had  better  call  at 
our  office  and  explain  to  Mr.  Emery  the  nature  of  this  agitation  among  the 
Ohio  delegation.  Mr.  Cole  did  so,  as  directed',  and  Mr.  Emmery  told  me  on  my 
return  to  the  office  last  Monday  that  he  had  Cole  on  the  carpet  in  our  office  and 
gave  him  a  long  lecture,  so  I  find  for  the  past  couple  of  days  that  this  has  had  a 
good  effect  among  several  Members  of  the  Ohio  delegation,  for  they  are  begin- 
ning to  believe  that  the  manufacturers  are  aroused  now  in  Ohio  on  account  of 
the  fight  that  they  are  maldng  against  the  Speaker,  and  some  of  the  gentlemen 
of  this  delegation  ^ill  not  get  into  print  as  often  as  they  have  been  doing  for 
the  past  six  weeks. 

I  am  relating  this  incident  to  you  so  that  you  will  clearly  see  that  our  field 
work  is  generally  effective,  and  out  of  quick,  short  campaigns  the  results  are 
lasting.    This  case  has  demonstrated  that  fully. 

On  Tuesday  morning  I  called  at  the  office  of  Senator  Aldrich  and  was  told 
by  Mr.  Sheldon,  Senator  Fornker's  late  secretary,  that  Senatx>r  Charles  Dick, 
of  Ohio,  was  very  anxious  to  see  me.  I  went  to  Mr.  Dick's  office,  and  he  made 
a  strong  appeal  to  me  for  our  support  out  in  Ohio.  He  stated  that  up  to  the 
present  time  there  was  no  opposition  against  him  and  that  ex-Senator  J.  B. 
Foraker  was  doing  everything  he  possibly  could  to  have  him  returned  to  ttie 
Senate,  and  that  Foraker  advised  him  to  see  me  and  get  our  support.  Mr.  Dkdc 
showed  me  a  form  of  petition  'that  he  is  putting  out,  and  he  asked  me  if  I 
would  be  kind  enough  to  have  Mr.  Emery  call  with  me  at  his  residence  for  a 
private  conference  as  soon  as  convmiient. 

Of  course  I  was  diplomatic  with  Mr.  Dick,  for  they  are  beginning  to  believe 
here  in  Washington  that  he  will  succeed  hims^  JEix>m  Ohio  next  fall.  Mr. 
Emery  fully  encouraged  and  agreed  with  all  I  did  and  advised  me  to  say  to 
Mr.  Dick  when  I  saw  him  again  that  yourself  and  our  organissation  would 
render  to  him  such  support  as  we  were  able  to  give  from  this  time  on.  I  believe 
it  is  good  policy  to  aid  Mr.  Dick  in  every  way  we  possibly  can,  for  he  has  many 
friends  in  the  Senate,  and  I  have  Icnown  him  for  tbe  past  30  years,  and  I 
believe  that  he  was  the  best  State  chairman  that  Ohio  ever  had,  and  he  is 
certainly  one  of  the  best  organiaeers  that  there  are  in  Ohio,  and  I  feel  sure  that 
he  will  come  back  to  the  Senate,  and  if  we  aid  him  now  he  will  be  our  very 
warm  friend.  ' 

I  expect  to  see  Senator  Aldrich  to-morrow  to  report  to  him  fully  my  work  in 
Rhode  Island,  and  I  am  predicting  at  the  close  of  this  letter,  as  I  have  in  many 
others,  that  our  campaign  here  this  winter  will  be  a  complete  success. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  8543  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to  Mr. 
Kirby,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  much  from  that  letter: 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Emery,  I  called  on  the  Vice  President  on  Tuesday 
morning  In  relation  to  the  fight  that  Is  being  made  upon  the  Speaker  by  the 
Members  of  Congress.  Mr.  Emery  advised  that  I  suggest  to  him  that  we  would 
be  pleased  to  aid  him  In  any  way  we  possibly  could  to  offset  the  fight  that  is 
now  being  made  upon  the  Speaker.  We  have  known  for  a  long  time  that  Mr. 
Sherman  is  the  Speaker's  trusted  and  true  friend,  and  I  told  the  Vice  President 
that  through  tiie  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  we  are  r^resenting 
fifty-five  organizations  from  New  York  State.  Mr.  Sherman  was  very  desirous 
for  a  list  of  the  organizations  and  thanked  me  sincerely  for  the  proffered  aid, 
and  told  me  to  tell  Mr.  Emery  that  he  would  keep  in  touch  with  us  and  if  onr 
aid  was  required,  wonld  seek  it  at  the  proper  moment 

I  again  called  on  the  Vice  President  this  morning  and  furnished  him  a  list, 
as  desired,  and  had  a  long  interview  with  him  concerning  certain  bills  before 
Congress.  Mr.  Sherman  confidentially  stated  to  me  that  President  Taft:  is  now 
being  made  aware  of  the  many  good  things  that  our  association  has  done  for 
the  Republican  Party  fOr  the  past  seven  years,  and  he  assured  me  that  the 
President  would  not  press  any  labor  bills  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and  at  the 
close  of  my  interview  with  the  Vice  Presidoit  I  was  more  than  ever  confident 
of  complete  success  in  Washington  this  winter. 
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Senator  Reed.  3644,  3545  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  sent  to 
Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (after  exathination).  Yes. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  desire  to  ask  a  question  or  two  in  respect  to  this, 
letter,  and  I  read  the  f oUbwing'  Extract  from  it : 

I  received  a  letter,  dated  January  dl«  from  Mr.  Porter,  announcing  that  he 
would  not  come  to  Baltimore,  but  that  he  would  send  Mr.  A.  R.  Torrey  In  his 
place;  so  I  met  Mr.  Torrey  on  Wednesday  morning  at  the  Rennert  Hotel  at 
about  9  o'clock,  and  did  all  I  possibly  could  to  educate  him  to  the  situation  In 
Baltimore.  I  instructed  him  upon  the  legislation  that  has  been  before  Congress 
here  for  the  past  several  years  and  the  bills  that  particularly  affected  Mary- 
land. I  also  gave  him  a  short  sketch  of  the  campaign  that  was  made  here  against 
the  late  Senator  McComas  on  account  of  his  radical  labor  views,  and  Mr.  George 
A.  Pearre  and  other  agitators  of  that  stripe. 

Mr.  Torrey  *and  I  called  on  Mr.  I.  H.  Scates  at  about  10  a.  m.,  and  Mr.  Scates 
stated  to  Mr.  Torrey  that  he  would  willingly  do  everything  that  lay  in  his 
power  to  aid  him  in  his  campaign  for  membership  in  Baltimore.  I  secured  for 
Mr.  Torrey  a  complete  list  of  the  members  of  the  local  manufacturers'  organiza- 
tions in  Baltimore,  and  had  Mr.  Scates  check  those  up,  giving  Torrey  an  idea 
who  were  the  best  ones  to  call  on.  Mr.  Scates  is  very  subservient  to  us  at  the 
present  time,  for  we  intend  to  start  more  hell  in  Baltimore  among  the  politicians 
than  was  ever  started  there  before. 

Who  is  Mr.  Torrey  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALii.  Mr.  Torrey  was  one  of  the  solicitors  for  member- 
shin  for  that  organization. 

senator  Reed.  That  is,  getting  members  for  them  ? 

Mr.  MnLHAii..  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  he  also  engaged  in  collecting  money  for  them, 
do  you  know  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  know  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  But  he  was  a  man  who  was  sent  out  to  get  members  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Who  is  Mr.  Porter? 

ilr.  MtJLHALL.  Mr.  Porter  is  the  head  of  the  collection  bureau,  as 
I  understaand  it,  and  the  membership  bureau. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  the  man  who  did  the  collecting,  is  he  ? 

Sir.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  so,  sir.  In  fact,  I  know  so,  because  in 
campaigning  around  I  have  often  run  across  where  Mr.  Torrey  has 
been,  particularly  on  the  1910  Hughes  campaign. 

Senator  Rued.  I  read  this,  further : 

From  what  I  have  seen  of  Mr.  Torrey  I  believe  he  will  make  good,  and  I  shall 
do  everything  that  lies  in  my  power  to  keep  the  agitation  going  and  help  him  to 
get  a  large  membership  from  our  State. 

Scates  and  I  worked  shoulder  to  shoulder  all  day  yesterday,  and  when  he  left 
me  in  the  evening  he  was  very  much  elated  and  felt  positive  that  he  would  win, 
for  we  have  secured  pledges  from  many  of  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  organi- 
zation in  Maryland  that  they  would  indorse  Scates  for  the  coUectorship ;  so  if  we 
can  accomplish  this  fact  we  will  dethrone  the  boss,  and  there  will  be  a  new  boss 
in  that  State  from  this  time  out. 

Of  course,  this  work  will  help  us  with  the  Maryland  delegation,  for  the  two 
Senators  are  Democrats  at  the  present  time  and  the  congressional  delegation 
is  evenly  divided — ^three  Democrats  and  three  BepubUcans.  Two  of  the  D^no- 
crats  are  our  friends,  so  we  can  lose  nothing  by  starting  this  fight,  and  I  am 
perfectly  confident  of  success  and  the  gaining  of  good  membership  inside  of  the 
next  couple  of  weeks. 

I  shall  write  you  daily  and  keep  you  posted  how  the  thing  goes  on*  and  I  feel 
that  Mr.  Scates  will  communicate  with  you  in  the  very  near  future,  so  you  will 
know  what  prospects  we  have  of  success 

You  have  already  told  us  who  Mr.  Scates  was. 
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No.  3546  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think.  • 

Senator  Waush.  I  think  this  should  be  read : 

I  sent  yesterday  a  set  of  law  books  to  Judge  Speer,  and  there  is  a  new  work 
out  here  called  "  The  Tariff  Act  of  1909,"  with  the  full  tariff  bill  in  its  various 
forms  that  was  Introduced  In  the  Gist  Congress,  first  session.  It  is  a  very  neatly 
bound  book  and  would  make  a  valuable  document  for  any  big  manufacturing 
plant,  so  if  you  wish  me  to  send  some  of  them  out  to  your  friends,  please  notil^ 
me  when  you  answer  this  letter.  I  will  send  one  of  them  to  the  New  York  ofl9ce 
to-morrow. 

Senator  Beed.  I  think  No.  3547  is  unimportant.  It  is  of  the  same 
character. 

No.  3548  is,  I  think,  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  So  are  No.  3550  and  No.  3551. 

Senator  Beed.  Nos.  3549,  3550,  3551,  and  3552  are,  I  think,  unim- 
portant. 

No.  3553  is  a  copy  of  an  account,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Beed.  I  notice  this  item : 

Jan.  27.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  retail  clerks*  union  for  organization  and 
campaign-work  information  furnished,  $25. 

Where  was  that  clerk — ^in  what  town? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  paid  to  Mr.  Bidge,  of  Providence,  B.  L 

Senator  Beed.  For  whom  was  he  working? 

Mr.  MuiiHALi,.  He  was  helping  Mr.  Aldrich  at  the  time. 

Senator  Beed.  I  see  also  this  item : 

Feb.  1.  aid  to  one  member  of  the  molders*  union  and  our  party  worker  for 
doing  organization  work  at  Baltimore,  $24. 

Who  was  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  paid  to  Mr.  Edward  Booth,  a  member  of 
the  molders'  union  of  that  city  and  an  old  party  worker  for  me  for 
many  years. 

Senator  Beed.  Also  there  is  this  item : 

Feb.  6.  Incidental  expenses  from  Jan.  24  to  Feb.  6.  fourteen  days,  inclusive, 
while  doing  campaign  work  in  Rhode  Island,  New  York,  and  Baltimore,  $30. 

Were  you  doing  campaign  work  during  that  time  ? 

Mr.  MuLiHAM^.  When  in  the  field  I  was  always  doing  campaign 
work. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  3554  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter,  and  I 
think  part  of  it  should  be  read : 

I  shall  see  Senator  Aldrlch's  secretary  to-day  and  try  to  get  you  a  copy  of 
the  constitution  and  by-laws  of  the  Mutual  Aid  Societies  of  the  Rhode  Island 
Traction  Companies,  and  I  feel  if  Senator  Aldrich  is  interested  In  those  compa- 
nies we  will  secure  the  copies  that  you  want.  I  wrote  you  concerning  the 
indemnity  insurance  that  our  committee  has  started,  and  I  suppose  it  is  not 
necessary  for  me  to  say  anything  further  in  relation  to  that  ,  but  anything 
I  can  possibly  do  I  shall  do  with  my  whole  heart,  if  you  desire  it 

What  was  the  "  indemnity  insurance"? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  an  insurance  organization,  I  believe,  that 
Mr.  Schwedtman  started. 

Senator  Walsh.  Here  is  another  paragraph  which  I  will  read : 

There  is  quite  an  active  movement  started  here  by  the  labor  unions  to  get  the 
Gardner  eight-hour  bill  out  of  committee,  but  from  all  indications  we  have  got 
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that  bill  pretty  well  cornered,  and  there  is  no  danger  of  the  labor  committee 
succeeding  at  this  session  of  CJongress.  I  hope  you  will  have  Brother  Emery 
with  you  on  the  15th  instead  of  Landis,  for  I  am  positive  that  Sherman  will 
go  to  St  Louis  in  the  early  part  of  April  and  will  fill  the  bill  for  your  meeting 
that  you  hold  in  April. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  3555  is  unimportant. 
3556-8558  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Earby,  is  it? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed:  There  is  a  great  deal  of  that  which  ought  to  be  read. 
(Senator  Walsh  read  in  fuU  3556-3558.) 

The  Chairman.  See  if  No.  3559  is  a  letter  written  by  you  to  Mr, 
Kirby. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  says : 

My  Dear  Mb.  Kibby:  There  are  very  strenuous  time^  in  Washington  simong 
the  politicians  at  present  There  are  thirty  Republican  Senators  to  be  elected 
this  fall,  and  there  have  been  many  requests  made  upon  us  for  our  aid.  Inside 
of  the  past  week,  as  I  wrote  you  before,  Mr.  Dick,  of  Ohio,  has  sought  our  aid ; 
Scott,  of  West  Virginia ;  and*  Depew,  of  New  York ;  and  the  latest  to  make  a 
special  request  that  we  give  him  any  assistance  we  possibly  could  is  Senator 
Thomas  Carter,  of  Montana.  Of  course,  we  have  had  Mr.  Aldrich  on  our  list  for 
the  past  nine  months. 

We  are  taking  advantage  of  the  situation  here  as  it  is  at  present,  for  by  using 
diplomacy  and  tact  it  is  possible  to  mnke  all  the  Republican  Members  who  are 
to  be  reelected  our  friends  and  also  to  do  some  good  work  among  the  Democrats. 
I  have  arranged  for  meetings  with  Mr.  Garter  and  Mr.  Dick  the  fore  part  of 
next  week,  and  I  shall  use  all  the  diplomacy  I  know  how  to  hold  them  as  our 
friend&  It  might  be  absolutely  necessary  to  make  trips  into  those  States  and 
districts,  so  I  send  notice  ahead  of  time  to  you  upon  this  matter  for  your  con- 
federation. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  a  little  curious  to  know  if  you  did  go  to 
Montana,  Mr.  Mulhall. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  I  have  known  Senator  Carter 
since  1892,  when  he  was  chairman  of  the  Bepublican  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  told  us  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  very  high  testimonials  from  Senator  Carter 
for  work  done  in  the  past.  I  was  always  able  to  approach  Senator 
Carter.  He  has  never  sought  any  aid  from  that  organization.  He 
wanted  me  myself,  if  I  could,  to  go  out  to  his  State,  but  later  on  he 
told  me  he  did  not  need  my  aid. 

Senator  Waush.  Is  No.  3560  a  telegram  to  Mulhall  from  Emery? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Waubh.  It  says : 

Yours  received.  Congrratulatlons  on  evident  good  work.  Let  me  know  if  i^tu- 
ation  is  changed  in  any  way. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3561  is  unimportant. 
No.  8562  is  a  telegram  from  Mulhall  to  Emery. 
Senator  Walsh.  Already  quoted. 
The  Chairman.  Already  read. 
No.  3563  is  unimportant 
No.  3564  is  a  letter  from  whom  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr. 
Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it : 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Kirbt.  There  has  been  a  very  interesting  sbssion  for  the  past 
24  hours.     The  Democrats  of  the  House  are  trying  to  make  an  issue  of  the 
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eight-hour  bill,  and  they  are  doing  everything  they  possibly  can  to  force  ^ 
bill  out  of  committee  and  upon  the  floor.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey :  Nichols,  of 
Pennsylvania;  and  Rainey,  of  Illinois,  apparently  have  this  job  in  hand,  and 
Hughes  is  to-day  making  a  canvass  of  the  entire  Labor  Ck>mmittee,  asking  them 
to  attend  a  hearing  next  Tuesday  to  vote  upon  the  bill,  also  n^aking  threats 
that  if  they  don't  attend  this  committee  meeting  that  Rainey  and  others  will 
denounce  them  upon  the  floor. 

I  have  had  two  very  interesting  interviews  with  Mr.  Gardner,  chairman  of  the 
<!ommittee,  the  past  24  hours.  Mr.  McMlchael,  one  of  our  workers  here,  phoned 
me  early  this  morning,  advising  me  that  Mr.  Gardner  was  Anxious  to  see  me. 
T  met  Mr.  Gardner  at  9  a.  m.,  and  he  informed  me  that  he  had  a]H)ointed  the 
subcommittees  of  the  Labor  Committee  as  we  wished  him  to  do,  and  he 
announced  to  me  that  he  had  ajppointed  the  following  committee :  Mr.  Vreeland, 
Mr.  Madison,  Mr.  Allen.  Mr.  Rainey,  and  Mr.  Covington  as  subcommittee  No.  2, 
jind  referred  the  eight-hour  bill  to  that  committee.  This  makes  it  almost  im- 
possible to  get  this  bill  out  of  committee  at  this  session,  unless  the  Democrats 
can  get  the  full  committee  together  on  next  Tuesday,  which  I  feel  that  it  will 
be  iippossible  for  them  to  do,  and  if  we  can  beat  them  in  their  next  effort  for  a 
meeting  on  next  Tuesday,  I  feel  that  we  are  safe  for  the  balance  of  the  winter. 

Who  was  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  McMichael  was  chief  page  of  the  HouscT  at  that 
time. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3565  is  unimportant. 

No.  3566  is  unimportant. 

No.  3567  is  unimportant. 

No.  3568  is  unimportant. 

No.  3569  is  a  telegram  from  whom  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  sent  by  you  to  Emery, 
is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says : 

Subcommittee  No.  2  appointed  as  suggested  and  bill  referred  to  that  com- 
mittee by  chairman.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  making  personal  canvass  of  fuU 
committee  to  try  to  force  bill  out  next  Tuesday. 

M.  M.  MULHALU 

(Charge  James  A.  Emery.) 

The  CHAIRMAN.  8570,  3571  is  unimportant. 
What  is  No.  3572  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  telegram  I  received  from  Emery. 
The  Chairman.  It  says : 

Congratulations  on  result  of  your  work  on  eight-hour  bill  from  Van  Cleave, 
Schwedtman,  and  myself.    Shall  arrive  in  Washington  to-morrow  7.10  p.  m. 

Jahss  a.  Emebt. 

3573,  3574  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhalu  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  3573,  3574.) 

The  Chairman.  3575,  3576  is  cumulative,  and  therefore  unim- 
portant. 

What  is  No.  3577? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  previous  one,  3575,  3576,  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to 
Mr.  George  D.  Selby,  who  was  one  of  the  directors  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

The  Chairman.  And  No.  3577  is  what  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  has  been  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  Mr.  Bird's  acknowledgment  of  the  letter. 

The  Cilvirman.  No.  3578  is  unimportant. 
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Senator  Walbu.  What  is  No.  8679  ? 

Mr.  MuuBCAUL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtn^m. 
The  Chaibman.  I  think  tiiat  is  unimportant. 
No.  3580  is  unimportant. 
I  think  No.  3581  is  unimportant. 
No.  3528  is  unimportant. 
3583,  3584  is  unimportant. 
No.  3586  from  Bannon  is,  I  think,  unimportant. 
3586,  3587  is  about  the  Maryland  campaign,  and  I  think  is  un^ 
important. 
No.  3588  is  a  letter  from  whom? 
Mr.  MuLiHALL,  A  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  myself. 
The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  hope  that  the  proposed  injunction  legislation  will  share  a  similar  fate. 
What  on  earth  can  induce  patriotic  statesmen  to  advocate  any  fooling  with 
injunction  legislation  to  please  a  lot  of  advocates  of  riot  is  more  than  I  can 
comprehend,  particularly  as  their  political  influence  wlU  he  a  hundred  times  out- 
weighed hy  citizens  who  will  not  stand  for  such  legislation. 

I  am  especially  pleased  at  what  you  say  concerning  Mr.  Bannon,  and  shall 
make  it  a  point  to  talk  with  Mr.  Selhy  when  at  our  board  meeting  next  week, 
as  I  expect  he  will  be,  with  regard  to  the  importance  of  sending  Mr.  Bannon 
back  to  Congress  next  fall. 

No.  3589  is  unimportant,  I  think. 

Mr.  MuLHAu..  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Selby  to  me. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3590  is  unimportant. 

Please  examine  3591,  3592  and  see  whether  it  is  an  account. you 
filed,  and  whether  it  was  paid. 

Mr.  MxTLHALL,  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  3593,  3594  states  the  contents  of  a  bill  introduced 
in  the  House  and  is,  I  think,  unimportant. 

No.  3595  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  It-  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Carpenter  at  the 
White  House. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3596  is  unimportant. 

No.  3597  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3596. 

No.  3598  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Parry. 

No.  3599 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  of  no  consequence. 

Senator  Heed.  No.  3600  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3599. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3601  is  unimportant. 

No.  3602  is  unimportant. 

I  think  3603,  3604  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Keed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  MUI.HALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  first  paragraph : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  bad  a  very  pleasing  Interview  with  Mr.  Torrey,  the 
gentleman  that  Mr.  Porter  sent  to  canvass  for  membership  In  Baltimore  on  last 
Saturday.  Mr.  Torrey  showed  me  a  letter  that  he  received  from  Mr.  Porter  and 
the  answer  that  he  sent  to  the  New  York  oflSce.  I  Very  much  approved  of  the 
letter  that  Mr.  Porter  sent  and  fully  agree  with  him  that  Torrey  was  extremely 
slow  in  pushing  matters  in  Baltimore.  All  the  time  that  he  has  been  there,  Mr. 
Scates  and  I  have  seen  very  little  of  him,  and  I  told  him  on  Saturday  that  if 
he  had  kept  in  touch  with  Mr.  Scates  and  myself  he  would  have  made  more 
rapid  progress. 

It  goes  on  and  discusses  what  Mr.  Torrey  is  doing.  I  do  not  think 
we  need  pause  to  read  that 


3164       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

No.  3605  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Beed.  This  begins: 

Mr.  Watson  left  here  about  a  week  ago,  and  Just  before  be  left  he  and  I  called 
OA  Secretary  Nagel  in  relation  to  the  position  of  our  friend,  Wilber  W.  Hobb& 

What  was  he  running  for? 
Mr.  MxTLHALL.  A  position  in  the  Census  Office. 
Senator  Keeo.  No.  3606  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Bannon  from 
you? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Seed.  You  say: 

I  am  sorry  that  you  could  not  fill  that  engagement  in  St:  LquIs,  for  if  you 
did  they  would  give  you  one  of  the  greatest  audiences  that  you  ever  saw  at  a 
Kepublican  gathering.  From  your  latest  letters  it  appears  that  you  have  not 
understood  my  object  in  writing  to  Mr.  George  D.  Selby,  of  the  Selby  Shoe  Ck>. 
I  wrote  him  for  the  purpose  of  impressing  him  with  the  importance  of  having 
you  returned  to  the  next  Congress,  and  when  I  told  Mr.  Selby  that  we  would 
like  very  much  to  have  him  here  for  a  couple  of  weeks  to  help  us  out  this 
spring,  it  was  only  done  in  a  diplomatic  sense,  so  that  you  might  have  his  aid 
in  your  next  primary  fight  from  your  district.  Of  course,  we  would  be  glad  to 
see  you  here  at  any  time,  but  that  two  weeks'  clause  was  merely  for  Mr.  Selby. 

I  was  given  to  understand  by  our  president,  Mr.  John  Kirby,  and  also  Mr. 
Van  Cleave,  president  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  that  both 
those  gentlemen  made  a  very  strong  plea  to  Mr.  Selby  for  his  aid  to  have  you 
returned  to  Congress  at  this  coming  session.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Kirby 
met  Mr.  Selby  at  the  last  meeting  of  our  executive  board,  in  New  York,  on  the 
24th  of  last  month,  and  those  gentlemen  were  here  in  Washington  the  fore 
part  of  last  week  and  they  told  me  of  the  good  work  they  did  with  Mr.  Selby 
so  that  you  might  secure  his  active  cooperation  in  your  next  election. 

3607,  3608,  I  think,  is  unimportant. 

No.  3609,  which  is  a  telegram,  and  No.  3610,  also  a  telegram,  I 
think  are  unimportant. 

No.  3611  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Emery,  is  it 

liOt? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

In  running  aroimd  the  Capitol  for  the  past  two  days  I  have  met  a  large 
number  of  leaders  of  the  House  and  Senate,  and  I  have  been  assured  by  two 
leading  Senators  that  there  have  been  several  Members  of  the  House  and 
Senate  who  have  called  on  the  President  lately  and  advised  him  not  to  push 
any  injunction  legislation  at  this  session.  This  has  also  been  told  me  by  three 
Members  of  the  House,  so  I  am  positive  from  the  information  I  have  received 
that  the  Moon  bill  will  never  come  out  of  committee.  I  have  met  Mr.  Moon 
three  times  inside  the  last  three  days.  When  I  first  ran  Into  him  he  was  very 
mur,  but  he  has  thawed  out  considerably  yesterday  afternoon  and  this  morn- 
ing. Of  course,  I  did  not  press  him  for  much  information,  but  I  was  fully 
convinced  from  the  short  talk  I  had  with  him  this  morning  that  he  is  hearing 
from  his  constituents  in  a  very  forceful  way. 

No.  3612  is  a  telegram  to  Mr.  Emery  from  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLiiALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

From  information  received  this  morning  from  several  leaders,  there  will  be 
no  injunction  legislation.    Will  write  fully  this  afternoon. 

No.  3613  is  a  teleflfram  you  sent  to  Mr.  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 
The  Chairman.  It  seems  to  be  about  different  speakers. 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  3614-3616  seems  to  be  unimportant 
3617-3622  appears  to  be  a  duplication  of  361^r-3616. 
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No.  3623  is  unimportant. 

No.  3624  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you.    Is  that 
cprrect? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads : 

Replying  to  your  letter  of  March  7,  Mr.  Porter  and  I  have  discuBsed  many 
tUnes  Mr.  Torrey*8  activities  in  Baltimore,  and  we  are  unable  to  understand 
why  they  have  not  been  productive  of  more  results. 

Mr.  Porter  made  a  visit  there  and  made  an  investigation,  and  reported  that 
Torrey  was  "  asleep  at  the  switch." 

I  showed  your  letter  to  Mr.  Porter,  and  he  stated  he  had  already  made  ar- 
rangements for  Torrey  to  remain  there  a  little  longer  and  see  if  it  was  not 
possible  to  get  out  of  it  the  amount  of  money  we  advanced  him. 

I  wish  you  could  spare  a  little  time  with  him,  for  if  we  could  get  about  8  or 
10  memberships  we  could  break  even  with  his  expense,  and  this,  of  course,  we 
are  desirous  of  doing. 

No.  3625  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Emery  to  you. 
Mr.  MuLHALii.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Part  of  it  reads: 

Try  to  find  out  extent  to  which  protests  are  being  received  regarding 
injunction  legislation. 

What  had  been  done  to  promote  these  protests? 

Mr.  MuLHAij>.  I  understood  they  were  sending  in  protests  to  Mr. 
Moon  and  other  leaders  who  had  the  bill  on  the  noor  at  the  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Getting  protests  to  send  to  Members? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  to  send  to  Members  of  Congress  from  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3626  is  unimportant. 

No.  3627  is  advice  from  Mr.  Bannon.  That  is  along  the  same 
line  Uiat  we  have  had  before  in  reference  to  this  matter. 

No.  3628  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Carpenter,  the  Secretary  to  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  about  Mr.  Stone's  appointment.    So  is  No. 

8629. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  Mr.  Stone  running  for? 

Mr.  MuiiHAix.  He  wanted  to  be  collector  of  customs  again  for  the 
port  of  Baltimore. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  3628,  3629,  and  3630  are  all  in  reference  to  this. 
I  do  not  think  we  need  read  them. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Those  three  letters  show  that  the  White  House  re- 
versed themselves  three  times  that  day. 

Senator  Reed.  In  view  of  that  statement,  I  will  read  this  letter : 

(3628.) 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  10,  1910. 

My  Deab  Col.  Mulhaix:  Since  writing  you  my  last  letter  the  President  haa 
decided  not  to  withdraw  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stone,  but  he  has  nsiced  the 
chairman  of  the  Senate  couiniittee  having  charge  of  the  nomination  to  talce  no 
action  on  it  until  he  has  had  an  opportunity  to  hear  your  committee.  I  write 
this  simply  so  that  there  may  be  no  mistake  in  your  understanding  of  the 
condition  in  regard  to  the  matter. 

Sincerely,  yours,  Fhed  W.  Carpknter, 

Secretary  to  the  President. 
Col.  M.  M.   MulhalIm 

Union   Trust  Building,   Washington. 
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The  next  letter,  No.  3629,  is  dated  the  same  daj,  March  10,  1910, 
and  reads  as  follows: 

Mt  Dear  Col.  Mulhall:  The  letter  and  Inclosures  which  you  left  with  me 
yesterday  from  Mr.  Thomas  J.  Wentworth,  secretary  of  the  Baltimore  BnsineaB 
Men's  Association,  protesting  against  the  reappointment  of  William  F.  Stone 
as  collector  of  customs  at  Baltimore,  has  been  brought  to  the  attention  of  the 
President.  The  President  prefers  that  the  committee,  which  was  to  call  on  hlni 
next  Saturday,  should  call  instead  on  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  to  whom 
I  have  referred  the  papers. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Frkd  W.  Cabfknteb, 

Secretary  to  the  PreHderU, 
Ool.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Union  Trust  BuUding,  Washkigton,  D.  C. 

The  next  is  No.  3630,  which  is  also  dated  "The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  10,  1910,''  and  reads  as  follows: 

My  Deab  Col.  Mulhall  :  The  President  wishes  me  to  say  that  he  will  to-day 
withdraw  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stone  for  reappointment  as  collector  of  cus 
toms  at  Baltimore,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  your  committee  a  chance  to  be  heard 
on  the  charges  which  you  have  submitted.  Will  you  therefore  please  have  the 
committee  keep  the  api)ointment  heretofore  made  for  Saturday,  March  12th, 
at  twelve  o'clock? 

Very  truly,  yours,  Fred  W.  Oabfknteb, 

Secretary  to  the  President, 
Col.   M.   M.   Mulhall, 

Union   Trust  Building,   Washington. 

There  is  this  note  in  parenthesis  on  the  last  letter : 
This  came  last 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  in  the  mominff  the  President  de- 
termined not  to  withdraw  the  nomination  of  Mr.  Stone,  at  noon 
he  concluded  he  would  refer  the  matter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, and  in  the  evening  he  concluded  he  would  withdraw  it 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  That  he  would  withdraw  it;  yes.  There  are  three 
letters. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  you  protesting  against  Mr.  Stone's  appoint- 
ment ? 

Mr.  MuiiHAij^.  I  fought  Mr.  Stone  from  the  time  I  was  in  the 
organization.  I  was  a  friend  of  Mr.  McComas  and  Mr.  Pearre. 
At  first  he  helped  Mr.  Pearre  and  later  he  turned  against  Mc- 
Comas  

Senator  Beed.  Well,  you  were  fighting  Mr.  Stone? 

Mr.  MuLHALu  No,  sir ;  I  was  not  fighting  him.  The  organization 
was  fighting  him. 

Senator  Eeed.  No.  3631  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3628. 

No.  3632  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3630. 

3633,  3634  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3629. 

No.  8636  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3630. 

No.  3636  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Carpenter.    It  reads : 

Please  see  that  committee  which  is  to  call  on  the  President  to-morrow  is 
limited  to  not  more  than  five  or  six  members,  as  previously  arranged.  The 
President  can  not  receive  a  larger  committee. 

Fbed  W.  Oabpenteb, 

Secretary, 

Mr.  MuLHAiJ*.  He  reversed  himself  on  that.  He  only  wanted  4 
or  5  and  he  granted  us  18. 

Senator  Rbed.  No.  3637  is  unimportant. 
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No.  3638  is  unimportant 

Senator  Walbh.  No.  3639  is  in  regard  to  the  Stone  appointment, 
and  I  think  one  portion  there  should  be  read,  which  is  as  follows : 

I  have  been  making  a  careful  canyass  among  the  Senators  and  Members  of 
the  House  In  relation  to  the  injunction  bill  that  the  President  is  pushing,  and 
I  feel  positive,  as  I  have  always  stated,  that  there  will  be  no  injunction  bUl 
get  through  this  session  of  Congress. 

I  am  sorry  to  report  that  the  President  went  back  on  Senator  Hemenway  and 
Watson.  He  agreed  to  witlihold  cwtain  patronage  from  Beveridge  in  their 
districts,  but  when  they  were  absent  from  Washington  here  he  threw  them  down 
and  gave  Beveridge  the  patronage. 

Senator  Bebd.  What  was  Mr.  Scates  after? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  wanted  to  succeed  Stone  as  collector  of  cus- 
toms of  Baltimore. 

Senator  Beed.  3641,  3642  are  duplicates  of  3639,  3640. 

The  Chaibman.  The  next  has  no  number,  but  apparently  should 
be  No.  3643. 

Senator  Beed.  Please  look  at  this  and  say  what  this  is  [handing 
witness  No.  3643]. 

Mr.  MuiiHALL  (after  examination).  This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird 
to  me. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  this  sentence : 

I  have  your  letter  of  March  14,  and  from  the  reports  I  have  had  from  Wash- 
ington, I  judge  you  have  been  pretty  busy  on  the  collectorship  matter.  Friend 
Watson  was  at  our  merchant-marine  dinner  on  Monday  night  and  conveyed  to 
me  the  Information  contained  in  the  copies  of  letters  received  by  you  from  the 
WhHe  House. 

What  was  that  "  merchant-marine  dinner  "  ? 
Mr.  MumiAirL.  I  am  not  quite  clear.    I  guess  that  was  some  din- 
ner they  got  up  for  that  organization. 
Senator  Reed.  The  remainder  of  the  letter  reads  as  follows : 

My  vocabulary  does  not  permit  me  to  express  my  disgust  for  such  a  condition. 
Still,  however,  I  feel  confident  when  you  get  your  fighting  clothes  on  some- 
thing is  going  to  hapi)en,  and  If  Stone  does  get  it  he  will  have  had  the 
hardest  job  of  his  career. 

Confidentially,  however,  I  have  regretted  from  the  start  that  a  stronger  man 
than  Mr.  Scates  was  not  selected.  I  felt  from  the  beginning  that  when  it  came 
to  the  question  of  fighting  he  did  not  have  the  backbone  necessary.  Still, 
under  your  tutelage,  he  may  acquire  this  lacking  quality  and  we  may  all  be 
agreeably  disappointed. 

Mr.  Mui^HALL.  It  was  the  hardest  fight  of  his  career,  too. 

Senator  Reh).  Did  he  land? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir ;  Mr.  Hitchcock  landed  him. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3644  is  a  copy  of  a  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter, 
and  I  will  read  part  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  say  that  Mr.  Scates  was  eventually  ap- 
pointed? 

.  Mr.  MuLiiALLr.  No,  sir.  He  would  have  been  appointed  if  it  was 
not  for  the  interference  of  the  Postmaster  General. 

Senator  Reed.  Oh,  that  is  what  you  meant.  He  did  not  get  the 
place,  because  Hitchcock  interfered? 

Mr.  MiTi.iiALL.  Because  Hitchcock  interfered— suppressed  any  pub- 
licity of  Mr.  Stone's  defense. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  get  the  place? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Stone  was  reappointed  again. 
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Senator  Rees>.  I  am  reading  now  from  No.  3644,  which  is  a  ""  Dear 
Ferdinand  "  letter : 

I  also  note  what  you  state  In  your  letter  about  my  losing  my  fight  to  Stone. 
Such  is  not  the  case,  for  we  compelled  the  Preafdent  to  withdraw  Stone's  name 
from  the  Senate,  and  for  the  past  five  or  six  weeks  one  of  the  merriest  fl^ts 
that  Maryland  ever  saw  has  been  taking  place.  We  have  had  the  open  oppo> 
sition  of  Mr.  George  A.  Pearre,  the  Congressman  from  the  sixth  Maryland  dis- 
trict, and  also  from  our  old  friend,  the  Postmaster  General,  the  Hon.  Frank 
Hitchcock,  both  being  strong  advocates  for  Stone's  reappointment.  With  all 
this  influence,  we  have  been  able  to  block  the  appointment  of  Stone  up  to  dats^ 
and  it  looks  now  as  though  we  might  be  able  to  beat  him. 

No.  3645  is  unimportant. 

No.  3646  is  also  about  Mr.  Stone. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  letter  from  President  Taft. 

Senator  Beed.  And  relates  to  the  appointment  of  Stone? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3646  from  the  President  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

(3646.) 

The  White  House, 
Washington,  March  $0,  1910. 

Gentlemen  :  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  advises  me  that  he  has  exam- 
ined all  the  papers  in  the  case  of  the  proposed  reappointment  of  Collector  of 
Customs  William  F.  Stone  at  Baltimore,  including  affidavits  and  other  repre- 
sentations charging  Collector  Stone  with  improper  conduct,  and  that,  after 
careful  consideration,  be  finds  that  the  charges  are  not  sustained  and  recom- 
mends that  the  apiK)lntment  be  completed.  I  concur  in  this  judgment  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  have  accordingly  advised  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce of  the  Senate  that  I  hope  Mr.  Stone's  name,  already  sent  to  them,  may 
be  confirmed. 

Sincerely,  yours,  Wm.  H.  Taft. 

Col.  M.  M.   MULHALL  ET  AL., 

Baltimore,  M4. 

No.  3647  is  unimportant. 
No.  3648  is  unimportant. 

3649,  3650  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MULHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  last  paragraph  is  important,  and  I 
will  read  it: 

I  hope  to  be  in  New  York  about  the  last  of  this  week,  for  I  expect  I  shaU 
have  to  go  there  to  make  arrangements  for  Vice  President  Sherman  and 
Messrs.  Fassett,  Fordney,  Watson,  and  Hemenway  to  go  west  to  the  great  meet- 
ing that  will  be  held  in  St.  Louis  on  the  25th  Instant.  During  my  visit  to  New 
York  I  shall  go  over  matters  with  you  fully,  for  there  is  a  lot  of  field  work 
which  is  pressing  at  the  present  time  extremely  hard.  I  have  frequently  prom- 
ised Senator  Aldrich  that  I  would  get  active  in  his  district,  and  I  have  also 
pledged  Mr.  Gardner  that  I  would  investigate  a  large  list  of  manufacturers 
that  he  gave  me  some  time  ago  in  his  district.  I  am  anxious  to  make  a  report 
to  Gardner,  for  I  feel  that  we  are  not  safely  out  of  the  woods  yet,  as  far  aa 
labor  legislation  is  concerned,  this  session. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  little  of  the  second  paragraph,  be- 
cause it  shows  they  finally  did  hook  up  with  Mr.  Farrell  to  some 
extent : 

I  expect  to  have  use  for  Farrell  this  summer  in  a  political  way;  and  were 
It  not  for  his  relations  with  the  Retail  Dry  Goods  Association  I  would  can- 
didly and  honestly  tell  you  that  I  would  have  no  use  for  him  whatsoever, 
for  he  is  one  of  the  hardest  men  to  handle  that  I  know  of  in  New  York.    You 
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will  note  by  Farrell's  letter  that  he  is  under  the  impression  that  you  and  Mr. 
Lewis  are  interfering  with  some  of  his  clients,  and  he  is  anxious  to  have  me 
come  to  New  York  to  straighten  matters  out  for  him.  I  wrote  Farrell  last 
week,  copy  of  which  letter  I  herewith  inclose  and  also  a  letter  I  received  by 
^ledal  delivery  from  him  to-day.  I  want  to  say  to  you  and  Mr.  Lewis  that 
I  have  always  advised  the  New  York  office  to  steer  clear  of  Mr.  Henry  White 
and  also,  as  far  as  possible,  of  Mr.  Farrell. 

Who  was  Mr.  Henry  White! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  secretary  of  the  Garment  Workers  for  a 
number  of  years,  and  a  worker  at  Mr.  Brownell's  headquarters  when 
Mr.  Brownell  was  running  the  publicity  bureau  in  1907  and  1908. 

Senator  Rbed.  I  will  read  a  little  further : 

I  frequently  warned  Mr.  Brownell,  who  was  at  one  time  employed  by  our 
association,  about  those  two  men,  bat  he  paid  no  attention  to  my  warnings,  and 
the  result  was  that  he  got  his  fingers  very  badly  burned  by  both  those  gentle- 
men. Certainly  Mr.  Lewis  must  be  aware  of  this  fbct,  for  he  was  with  BrowneU 
at  the  time.  I  have  always  told  our  people  that  Mr.  Henry  White  is  one  of  the 
secret  stafT  of  Sam  Gompers's  organization,  and  he  will  go  to  any  extremes  to 
work  himself  into  the  confidence  of  the  friends  of  our  association,  and  it  was 
through  White,  Farrell,  and  others  that  they  employed  during  the  BrowneU 
incident  that  gave  Gompers  all  the  information  he  had  at  the  Norfolk  conven- 
tion of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor;  and  Mr.  Emery  Joins  me  in  telling 
you  that  both  those  men  are  crooks,  so  I  hope  if  you  have  any  dealings  with 
them  that  you  will  have  them  independent  of  them  and  not  let  them  know  of 
any  movements  you  are  making  in  behalf  of  our  people.  I  feel  that  it  is  not 
necessary  for  you  to  be  posted  in  relation  to  this,  for  I  have  told  yon  mai^ 
times ;  but  it  is  my  duty,  after  receiving  Farrell's  letter,  to  inclose  it  to  you  and 
repeat  this  Information,  feeling  that  on  account  of  your  many  duties  and  your 
press  of  work  that  you  may  have  forgotten  my  warnings  of  the  past. 

Now,  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  statement  in  the  letter  which 
I  have  just  read : 

I  frequently  'warned  Mr.  Brownell,  who  was  at  one  time  ^nployed  by  our 
association,  about  those  two  men,  but  he  paid  no  attention  to  my  warnings,  and 
the  result  was  that  he  got  his  fingers  very  badly  burned  by  both  Uiose  gentlemen. 

How  did  he  get  his  fingers  burned  by  these  gentlemen  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  in  the  Gompers  bribery  case.  I  warned 
Bfr*  Brownwell  not  to  go  into  it,  and  not  to  treat  with  those  men.  I 
understood  that  Mr.  White  was  one  of  the  men  that  inspired  the 
effort  to  bribe  Gompers. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  3651  is  another  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby  froM  you,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says : 

I  was  over  here  last  week  and  had  a  pleasing  intervlinv  with  Senator  AldlMl, 
Aifl  to^ay  I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  the  Vic^  P^eild^HKt,  atid  ft^iih 
ttke  informaticm  those  gentlemen  gave  me  I  predict,  as  I  have  fbr  tke  'pa^  't^#b 
months,  that  we  will  be  victors  after  the  fight  of  the  past  winter  and  spring, 
and  when  Congress  closes  we  can  honestly  boast  that  the  fight  has  been  ours. 

I  think  3652,  8653  is  imimportant. 

Senator  Walah.  There  is  something  in  that  which  I  thidk  shoold 
be  read.    Will  you  have  the  letter  identified  ? 

Senator  Heed.  That  is  a  ^'  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.  They  are  all 
generally  identified? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  part  of  that  letter,  as  follows; 

I  liaTe  also  had  several  Interyiews  with  our  James  and  am  anxicus  to  bare 
Um  accompany  our  guests  West,  for  I  feel  this  will  give  us  a  splendid  oppor- 
tunity to  find  out  from  Fassett  and  Sherman  and  the  others  a  thorough  lay  of 
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the  land  and  what  we  may  expect  in  the  way  of  legislation  for  the  balance  of 
this  session  of  Ck)ngress.  Yon  know  Mr.  Emery  is  a  thorough  diplomat,  and 
being  48  hours  with  those  gentlemen,  we  will  pretty  thoroughly  luiow  what  the 
situation  Is  before  we  leave  them. 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  last  week  with  Senator  Aldrich,  and  from 
what  .1  learned  from  Mr.  Sherman  this  morning  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Elmery 
and  I  can  get  away  from  Washington  safely  on  the  24th,  so  I  hope  you  will 
write  Mr.  Emery  and  insist  on  his  being  one  of  the  party.  I  will  make  arrange- 
ments with  the  Pennsylvania  road  this  afternoon  for  several  compartments  on 
the  limited  express  from  here  on  the  24th  instant,  so  that  if  we  wish  to  make 
any  change  it  will  give  us  time  to  do  so ;  and  I  would  suggest  that  you  do  like- 
wise from  the  St.  Louis  end  for  the  night  of  the  25th,  as  I  understand  from 
Sherman  and  the  rest  that  they  wish  to  return  here  as  soon  as  possible. 

In  relation  to  the  finances,  I  wish  to  say  that  I  have  not  got  much  ready  cash 
Just  now,  so  I  would  be  pleased  if  you  would  send  a  check  sufficient  to  bring 
the  party  there,  and  I  will  talk  finances  with  you  when  I  get  to  St  Louis  for 
our  return  trip.  Of  course  I  understand,  as  you  state  in  your  letter,  that  yonr 
organization  are  not  millionaires,  and  I  will  be  as  careful  as  I  possibly  can, 
using  proper  discretion  to  see  that  these  gentleman  are  comfortably  looked 
after,  but  there  shall  be  no  extravagance. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  sentence : 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  last  week  with  Senator  Aldrich,  and  from 
what  I  learned  from  Mr.  Sherman  this  morning  I  am  confident  that  Mr.  Emery 
and  I  can  get  away  from  Washington  safely  on  the  24th. 

What  was  it  here  in  Washington  that  made  it  necessary  for  you 
to  have  a  conference  before  it  was  safe  for  you  to  leave? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  organization  never  thought  it  was  safe  to  leave 
Washington  entirely  unprotected,  but  that  there  should  be  either  Mr. 
Emery  or  I  here  at  all  times. 

Senator  Reed.  You  thought  it  was  hardly  safe  to  leave  Washing- 
ton unprotected  when  Congress  was  in  session? 

Mr.  MuLHALL..  Hardly. 

Senator  Reed.  You  had  to  keep  your  hand  on  the  throttle. 

Mr.  MuLSAix.  I  guess  Brother  Kirby  thought  that,  too,  and  the 
others  of  the  organization.  It  makes  him  laugh  now,  but  it  did  not 
'make  him  laugh  then. 

Senator  Reed.  They  were  having  a  tariff  commission  convention  in 
Indianapolis^  but  they  refused  to  let  you  leave  Washington  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  not  safe  for  you  to  leave  here? 

Mr.  Mxtlrajaj,  I  think  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3654, 1  think,  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  call  attention  to  this  sentence : 

I  am  especially  anxious  to  have  you  wire  me,  because  I  have  promised  our 
.Biutaal  friend,  Mr.  Tompltins,  to  come  to  Charlotte  again  next  weei^  That 
means  I  must  leave  St.  Louis  on  Saturday  night,  April  16,  and  I  would  like  to 
(IcDow  before  I  go  that  the  Washington  situation  is  in  good  shape.. 

The  Chairman.  I  would  like  to  ask  about  this  special  train.  Did 
the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  pay  for  that  special 
jtrain?   . 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  they  paid  for  compartments  for  Mr.  Sher- 
man and  Mr.  Fassett  and  others  to  go  West 

Senator  Walsh.  It  does  not  appear  that  there  was  a  special  train. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  they  paia  for  the  compartments  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHAix.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  national  association  paid  for  that  ? 
'     Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes;  I  think  you  will  find  it  in  my  expense  ac- 
count.   No;  I  withdraw  that.    Mr.  Schwedtman  sent  the  money  to 
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me  and  I  rendered  the  account  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  Mr.  Schwedtman 
sent  me  $250  and  I  rendered  the  account  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  The 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  paid  part  of  it,  and  I  do  not 
know  how  they  settled  with  Mr.  Schwedtman  for  the  balance. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3655  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  by  the  president 
of  the  association  to  Mr.  J.  Sloat  Fassett? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  Rafter  examination).  I  think  it  is,  sir.  That  must 
have  been  a  copy  irom  Mr.  Schwedtman,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  that  is  probably  from  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  may  have  been  submitted  by  Mr.  Schwedtman 
to  me.    Let  us  see.    1910 

Senator  Eeed.  He  might  have  signed  as  president? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes;  he  signed  as  president 
of  the  St.  Louis  association ;  that  is  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3656  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Watson 
by  the  chairman  of  the  advisory  committee  and  which  is  found  here 
in  your  papers? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  part  of  that  letter : 

This  is  the  day  of  our  annual  convention.  The  Hon.  James  S.  Sherman,  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  has  promised  to  be  the  principal  guest  of  honor, 
and  the  4,000  members  of  the  association  who  will  be  assembled  at  that  time 
will  be  very  much  pleased  to  have  a  patriotic  message  from  you. 

The  Invitation  is  extended  to  yon  in  the  name  of  the  8,000  members  of  our 
association  in  the  city  of  St.  Louis.  Our  association  is  built  on  democratic 
lines;  you  will  find  the  banker  and  his  wife  sitting  next  to  the  laborer  and  his 
wife,  and  the  occasion  should  be  a  splendid  one  to  impress  upon  the  city  of  St 
Louis  and  the  State  of  Missouri  the  imx)ortance  of  close  cooperation  between 
the  great  statesmen  of  our  Nation  and  the  citizens — the  voters. 

Gol.  Mulhall  has  charge  of  the  party  which  is  coming  on  from  Washington, 
and  which  will  consist  of  the  following  gentlemen  in  addition  to  yourself: 
Hon.  James  S.  Sherman,  Hon.  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  Hon.  Joseph  W.  Fordney,  and 
Hon.  James  A.  Hemenway. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Fordney  did  not  go.  Mr.  Fordney  at  almost 
the  last  moment  was  forced  to  stay  on  account  of  being  on  the  Com- 
mittee on  Ways  and  Means.  I  tmnk  Mr.  Hemenway  and  Mr.  Wat- 
son joined  the  parlr  at  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  iNo.  3657  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (afer  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

.  Adding  to  my  letter  of  yesterday,  I  would  like  to  know  whether  you  want  as 
to  send  yon  some  money  in  connection  with  your  visit  here  with  our  distin- 
guished guests.  I  figure  that  your  own  expenses  ought  easily  to  be  charged  to 
the  Washington  office.  I  believe  that  Mr.  Emery  and  Mr.  Kirby  will  feel  the 
same  way  about  it.  I  am  not  sure  what  your  ideas  are  in  connection  with 
Mr.  Watson  and  Mr.  Hemenway.  I  do  not  suppose  that  you  expect  us  to  pay 
them  for  this  trip,  except  liberal  expenses.  The  same,  I  supose,  holds  good 
with  the  other  members  of  the  party;  but  we  want  to  do  the  thing  right,  and 
we  will  be  guided  by  your  Judgment  entirely. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  3658  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  and  I  will 
read  this  one  sentence : 

The  crowning  achievement  of  your  record  was  the  Vice  President's  trip  out 
here. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  you  ought  to  read  the  next  sentence. 
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Senator  Beed.  The  next  sentence  reads : 

We  will  get  some  good  out  of  it,  even  thoa^  we  hare  had  a  half  dozen 
members  send  in  their  resignations.    *    *   ^ 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Van  Cleave  want  me  to  thank  you  for  them  for  the  kind  letter 
which  you  sent  them. 

SCSO'SeGl  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MiTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 
Senator  TTalsh.  This  part  of  it  is  important : 

I  am  going  to  send  you  a  check  before  I  leare  on  Saturday,  but  before  then 
I  hope  to  have  a  telegram  or  letter  from  you  stating  how  many  are  coming. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  must  be  out  of  place.  I  will  read  the 
following  paragraph  : 

I  am  delighted  to  learn  from  your  letter  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Sherman  and 
Mr.  Watson.    I  am  also  delighted  to  learn  that  Mrs.  Watson  is  coming  with  him. 

That  seems  to  be  about  that  trip,  and  is  unimportant. 
No.  3662  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3669. 
No.  3663  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examining  letter).  Yes.    That  is  Mr.  Bird's 
letter,  sir. 

Senator  EEm>.  I  read  from  it  the  foUowing: 

Inasmuch  as  we  have  discussed  this  matter  over  the  telephone  I  will  not 
undertake  to  add  anything  to  what  I  have  stated  to  you  in  this  letter  other 
than  to  state  as  soon  as  you  come  to  New  York  and  are  in  the  office  I  will 
sit  down  with  you  and  convince  you  that  your  friend  Farrell  is  giving  you  a 
bum  steer.  I  have  not — ^and  you  can  assure  Mr.  Emery,  also,  of  the  fact — 
forgotten  your  warnings  in  reference  to  Mr.  Henry  White,  and  without  your 
kindly  suggestions  in  reference  to  this  gentleman  my  own  intuition  would  guide 
me  in  the  matter. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  BiW), 

General  Manager. 

No.  3664  is  unimportant. 

No.  3665  is  a  letter  sent  to  Mr.  Watson  by  somebody  who  signed 
himself  "  Faithfully,  yours, ,  president"   Whose  letter  is  that* 

Mr.  Mui/HAUi  (after  examining  letter).  Tliat  is  a  letter  thmt  Mr. 
Schwedtman  sent  to  Mr.  Wats<m,  as  president  of  the  Citizens^  In- 
dustrial Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  important  in  that. 

Senator  Wamh.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3666  I  thank  is  nnimportant. 

3667,  3668  is  also  unimportant,  I  think. 

Senator  Wai^sh.  A  part  of  that  is  important.  I  read  the  fol- 
lowing : 

We  are  also  working  atrenoii^  to  make  tlie  weeting  a  memorable  one.  On 
second  thought  I  felt  that  we  ted  better  8»id  a  Itttle  reminder  to  Vice  Preil- 
dent  Sherman,  and  copy  of  our  note  to  him  Is  attached  hereto,  also  copy  df 
an  additional  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  oar  fricfeid  Watson  to-day.  I  am  also 
Inclosing  herewith  a  check  made  to  yodr  otfler  tot  $2X0. 

That  is  the  $250  you  referred  to? 

Mr.  MuuiAij-.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walbo^  (oontinuing  reading)  : 

I  suppose  this  is  sufficient  to  bring  the  people  out  here,  and  we  can  talk 
further  expenses  while  yoo  are  here. 
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Afr.  MuLHALL.  I  can  deariy  state,  Senator,  if  you  wish  to  know, 
how  that  money  was  paid. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  no. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3669,  No.  3670,  and  3671,  3672,  are  duplicates 
of  other  numbers. 

No.  3673  is  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  telegram  sent  from  Emery  to  Schwedt- 
man.    It  reads : 

F.   C.    SCHWEDTMAN, 

Hotel  Selwyn,  Charlotte,  N.  0.: 

Hare  made  reservations  Sunday  night  train  from  Washington,  arriving  St. 
Louis  five-twenty  evening  twenty-fifth.  Arrival  at  noon  suggested  in  your 
letter  impossible.  This  will  allow  dinner  with  directors  preceding  Odeon 
meeting. 

James  A.  Emert. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3674  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Sherman,  is  it 
not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Beed.  1  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

No.  3676  is  the  reply  of  Sherman.    That  is  unimportant 

No.  3676  is  unimportant 

No.  3677  is  unimportant. 

No.  3678  is  unimportant 

No.  3679  is  a  letter  given  to  you,  from  Mr.  Mittenberjger? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  the  original  letter  that 
Mr.  Schwedtman  sent  to  me.  You  had  that  about  those  people  resign- 
ing after  the  Sherman  speech. 

Senator  Beed.  Yes.    This  letter  reads : 

Gentlemen:  Please  accept  my  resignation  as  a  member.  I  decline  to  con- 
tribute any  money  since  you  have  become  an  adjunct  to  a  political  party. 

No.  3680  is  a  letter  from  Fritz  Nisbet? 

Mr;  MtTLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  sent  to  you  also  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  another  letter  of  resignation. 

Senator  Reed.  This  says : 

€HifirfLEif  EN :  Please  accefit  my  resignation  as  a  member  of  your  association. 
When  I  applied  for  membership  I  was  not  aware  that  the  association  was  to 
be  used  as  part  of  a  political  machine. 

BespeetfuUy,  Fbitz  Nisbkt. 

No.  3681  is  another  ^'  Dear  Ferdinand  ^'  letter.  I  read  this  part 
of  H: 

T  aMved.here  with  Vice  President  Sherman  at  8.90  this  morning,  and  he  waa 
^cMedlH^y  pleased  wtth  his  tMp  and  tbe  meeting  that  Was  held  In  St.  Lmili. 
flcnator  Fssaett  left  us  at  Pittsburgh  and  went  to  New  York,  and  he  and  Bh^r- 
man  talked  all  the  way  back  of  tiie  splendid  meeting  and  the  reception  they 
i^ec6ived,  and  were  hugely  surprised  tit  the  size  of  the  meeting  and  with  the 
it^ttocUd  showing  that  the  organisation  made  In  St.  Loaia 

I  .gataed  considerable  Infonaation  from  both  those  gentleman  on  our  recmni 
Irla^  and  am  aiore  sanguine  than  ever  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at 
this  session  of  Congress.  I  gave  both  of  those  gentleman  a  lot  of  information 
concerning  Gk>mpers's  and  Mitchell's  private  records,  and  I  particularly  called 
the  attention  of  iiie  Vice  President  to  the  speech  made  by  Dr.  Crockett  concern- 
ing Qompers  In  the  Littielleia  campalgh  In  1906.  Mr.  Sherman  was  very  ttinch 
pleHiad  to  get  this  informatton,  aad  I  called  his  attention  to  the  reception  glren 
to  Oompers  by  the  leaders  of  the  party  here  at  the  last  meeting  of  the  conserra- 
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tioQ  convention  held  in  Waahington,  when  83  gOTemors  from  the  different  Stateer 
were  here,  and  Gompers  waa  introduced  to  some  of  the  leading  ladies  and  gen- 
tleman of  the  Nation.  Sherman  stated  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  this 
would  never  occur  again,  and  that  he  would  use  the  information  I  gave  him  to 
advantage.  Of  course,  the  Vice  President  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  it  is  Post- 
master General  HitchcoclL  who  is  responsible  for  Gompers  being  received  into 
the  society  of  Wasliington  and  his  reception  at  the  Wliite  House.  I  thought 
this  would  be  a  good  time  to  get  this  matter  properly  before  Mr.  Sherman,  and 
I  succeeded  beyond  my  expectations  in  doing  so. 

Mr.  Sherman  had  to  lay  over  nearly  four  hours  in  Pittsburg,  and  we  passed 
the  time,  at  his  suggestion,  by  seeing  Marie  Dressier  in  ''  Tillie*s  Nightmare.** 
The  Vice  President  enjoyed  the  play  very  much,  and  before  it  was  over  he  was 
interviewed  by  a  large  delegation  of  Pittsburgh  reporters,  who  learned  that  he 
was  at  the  theater.  We  left  Pittsburgh  last  evening  at  10.50,  and  the  Vice 
President  was,  ns  I  stated  before,  greatly  pleased  with  his  entire  trip.  When 
be  left  me  at  the  station  he  thanked  me  very  kindly  for  our  care  of  him,  saying 
that  it  was  one  of  the  meetings  and  trips  that  he  should  remember  for  a  long 
time  for  the  splendid  care  shown  him. 

3682,  3683  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  this  asso- 
ciation, is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mui^ALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  the  first  item.  No ;  I  believe  that 
is  not  necessary,  either.    There  is  one  item  here,  as  follows: 

Apr.  24.  Transportation  from  Washington,  D.  C,  to  St  Louis,  Mo.,  with  com- 
partment, $28.00. 

That  was  on  your  trip  out  there? 

Mr.  MuLHAiiL.  Yes,  sir.  In  fact,  the  association  paid  my  expenses 
and  the  expenses  of  Bird  and  Emery,  I  beUeve. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3684  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHAiiL  (after  examininir  letter).  Tes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Wt  says:  ^ 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  April  27,  and  thinly  it  is  a  good  idea  to  get  Into 
Gardner's  district  just  as  soon  as  possible,  and  in  order  to  expedite  matters  Mr. 
Emery  will  hand  you  a  checlc  for  various  incidental  expenses  Incurred  by  yon. 
Kindly  give  Mr.  Bmery  a  receipts  for  this,  and  greatly  oblige. 

What  Gardner  was  that? 

Mr.  MuusALL.  John  J.  Gardner,  of  the  second  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Reed.  And  what  were  you  going  there  for  at  this  time,  to 
help  him  or  to  fight  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAi^L.  To  help  him  win  out 

Senator  Reed.  And  why  were  you  now  helping  him,  when  you  had 
once  before  contended  against  him  so  longf 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  feel  sure,  Senator,  that  there  was  a  letter  in  thwe, 
•and  I  think  it  is  still  in  there — a  report — that  will  show  the  entire 
transaction.  Mr.  Gardner  made  a  compkte  surrender.  He  admitted 
that  he  was  defeated  in  his  district  by  the  pressure  brought  against 
him  by  Gov.  Fort  and  Mr.  Speer  and  Mr.  liewis  and  others.  He  sent 
for  me  on  former  occasions,  and  I  went  into  his  district,  and  he  told 
me  that  he  was  willing  to  do  what  he  was  told  to  do,  and  he  did — 
appointed  committees  and  everything  else;  made  a  complete  sur- 
render to  the  organization. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  letter,  I  think,  has  been  read. 

Mr.  MuiiHaixm  It  is  a  complete  report,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  S685  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr,  MuLHALii  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Beed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  trip  back  from  St.  Louis  with  our  Washington  friends,, 
so  feeling  that  I  shall  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  soon  In  New  York,  I 
shall  make  this  letter  brief,  as  I  expect  to  make  a  variable  report,  which  I 
know  will  be  very  encouraging  to  you,  as  the  information  will  be  good. 

Senator  Walsh.  Bead  the  third  paragraph. 
Senator  Beed  (continuing  reading) : 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  clipping  of  the  Baltimore  Sua 
of  Sunday,  the  1st  instant,  which  will  show  to  you  that  the  recent  canvass  that 
was  made  against  the  Stone-Pea rre  combination  in  Maryland  was  extremely 
successful,  as  I  told  you  it  would  be  when  I  saw  you  last  in  St.  I<oui& 

I  left  Baltimore  on  Friday  of  last  week  and  came  to  the  second  New  Jersey 
district  (Mr.  John  J.  Gardner's),  for  we've  been  promising  Gardner  for  some 
time  that  we  would  get  to  work  in  his  district  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

I  had  a  phone  message  from  Mr.  Emery  last  Friday  to  start  for  this  district, 
for  Mr.  Gardner  had  called  him  up  and  was  protesting  for  our  not  keeping  our 
promise.  I  have  been  over  here  for  several  days,  and  expect  to  go  to  New 
York  to-morrow  to  see  Mr.  Bird,  and  will  talk  over  matters  with  him  concern- 
ing the  situation  here,  and  I  will  write  you  more  fully  from  our  own  office  at 
the  first  opportunity. 

3686,  3687  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Kirby,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  3688  is  a  letter  from  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  3689  is  addressed  "Mr.  Thomas  H.  Major.'' 
That  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter.    Who  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  Thomas  H.  Major, 
the  general  superintendent  of  the  Boeblinc  Wire  Works,  at  Boebhng, 
N.  J.,  the  ^ntleman  who  is  in  complete  charge  of  those  works. 

Senator  Keed.  Who  wrote  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  wrote  that  letter  to  Mr.  Major. 

Senator  Beed.  The  letter  reads: 

After  my  very  pleasant  interview  with  you  on  last  Tuesday,  I  left  for  Tren- 
ton and  was  unable  to  see  Mr.  Roebling  at  that  time.  I  am  one  of  the  Wash- 
ington representatives  of  our  organization,  and  there  is  a  precarious  condition 
of  affairs  here  pertaining  to  the  eight-hour  bill,  as  I  explained  to  you  when  I 
had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you. 

I  will  be  in  Trenton  on  next  Thursday,  and  I  am  very  anxious  to  see  Mr.  0.  G. 
Roebling ;  so  if  you  can  arrange  matters  so  that  I  can  have  a  talk  with  him  in 
relation  to  this  class  of  legislation,  I  shall  be  greatly  pleased. 

• 

Mr,  Mulhall.  There  were  5,000  employees  in  that  factory,  and 
it  is  in  Mr.  Gardner's  district,  and  Mr.  Gardner  sent  me  there  spe- 
cially to  try  and  straighten  up  Boebling's. 

Senator  Beed.  No.  3690  is  a  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter — a  letter  you 
wrote  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Watson  this  morning,  and  also  with 
•Senator  Hemenway,  and  Watson  assures  me  that  everything  is  going  along 
very  smoothly  here  in  relation  to  our  tariff  commission  bill.  Watson  says  the 
only  fear  he  has  is  that  Beveridge  is  taking  the  credit  of  the  bill,  and  he  has 
joined  the  insurgents  in  the  Senate  and  is  strongly  against  Aldrich  and  the 
other  leaders,  and  for  that  reason  he  is  afraid  that  Beveridge  will  do  us  some 
harm  if  he  can  not  be  called  off.  Hemenway  and  Senator  Dick  are  very  confi- 
dent that  we  will  have  smooth  sailing  in  the  Senate,  and  from  the  interviews 
I  have  had  with  several  Members  of  the  House  it  leads  me  to  believe  that  we 
Will  certainly  meet  with  success  all  along  the  line. 
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No.  3691  is  a  letter  from  our  friend  Mr.  Coudrey  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows : 

Haye  you  heard  anjrthing  from  St.  Lonls?    As  soon  as  yon  return  bere  to 
Washington  I  wish  you  would  call  me  up,  as  I  would  like  to  see  you. 
With  my  very  best  wishes,  I  beg  to  remain, 

Yours,  faithfully,  H.  M.  Ck>uiHaET. 

No.  3692  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALii  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  part  of  this  letter: 

You  will  find  inclosed  in  this  letter  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  am  sending  to  the 
Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  this  a.  m.— strictly  confidential. 

I  will  also  send  a  short  letter  to  Mr.  Kirby,  with  a  copy  of  this  letter  also. 

The  situation  as  I  am  explaining  it  to  Mr.  Gardner  is  about  right,  and  with 
hard,  persistent  work  there  can  be  good  results  gotten  in  this  district  I  have 
had  no  letters  from  any  of  the  officials  yet  concerning  my  coming  to  New  York. 

3693-3695  is  another  letter  to  you  from  Schwedtman? 
Mr.  MuLHAUL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
The  Chairman.  I  do  not  see  anything  important  in  that. 
.    Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  just  a  part  of  it,  as  follows : 

You  make  the  statement  that  for  the  past  seven  years  you  have  been  the 
silent  partner  in  this  movement,  and  that  it  has  been  your  share  right  along  to 
get  an  Irishman's  promotion,  but  that  you  are  getting  tired  of  being  designated 
as  the  secret-service  agent  of  this  organisation,  and  that  it  is  about  time  that 
your  friends  would  recognize  this.  If  this  is  intended  for  others,  you  hardly 
put  it  in  the  right  place  and  in  the  right  spirit  In  your  letter.  If  it  is  Intended 
for  me,  I  wish  you  would  put  it  more  clearly  and  tell  me  at  what  time  and  on 
what  occasion. 

There  seems  to  be  a  break  in  that  letter  at  this  point.  Evidently 
this  letter  can  not  be  complete.  I  have  here  page  1,  which  reads  all 
right.  Then  page  2  does  not  connect  with  it  properly.  I  do  not 
know  where  tnat  belongs.  All  of  these  sheets,  however,  belong  to 
some  communication  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  do  they  not,  and  are 
written  on  his  typewriter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  papers).  The  letter  seems  to  be  all 
here,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  paged  there,  but  it  does  not  connect.  In  my 
<^inion  it  does  not  conned. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  I  would  like  to  have  that  letter  read,  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  very  long  letter.    I  can  read  it,  however. 

Mr.  MtTLHALL.  I  had  an  opportunity  at  that  time  to  leave  the 
organization,  and  that  is  what  I  was  speaking  about. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  reads : 

My  Dear  Mabtin  :  I  have  your  letter  of  May  9.  Mr.  Van  Cleave  to  feeling 
better,  and  while  still  unable  to  leave  his  bed,  I  feel  very  much  mote  hopeful 
regarding  his  final  recovery  than  I  did  a  week  or  two  ago. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Senator,  I  guess  I  did  not  notice  that.  It  is  not  the 
letter  that  I  thought  it  was. 

Senator  Reed.  Anybody  that  looks  at  these  two  sheets,  the  first  and 
the  second  sheets,  in  a  proper  light  can  see  that  they  were  written 
Dossibly  on  the  same  typewriting  machine,  but  they  are  written  with 
different  colored  inks ;  so  that  they  are  parts  of  two  different  letters. 

(After  consultation  with  the  clerk  of  the  committee.) 

I  understand  that,  beginning  with  the  words  ^^  I  am  delighted  to 
learn  from  your  letter  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr. 
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Watson,"  as  they  appear  in  8693-8695,  and  from  there  on  to  the 
close  of  that  number,  it  is  a  duplicate  of  a  part  of  3669-3661.  It 
should,  therefore,  be  stricken  out  of  this  part  of  the  record. 

3696.  3697  is  a  letter  from  Emerv  to  vou,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examination  of  letter).    Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  from  that  as  follows : 

Will  you  not  please  put  yourself  in  immediate  communication  with  Mr. 
WatsdQ  on  Monday  morning  and  obtain  for  himself,  and  the  Speaker,  and 
whoever  accompanies  them,  whatever  railroad  accommodations  they  may  desire 
for  Wednesday,  and  then  drop  a  line  or  wire  for  whatever  reservations  the 
Speaker  and  his  companiona  may  desire  in  returning  from  New  York? 

Watson  has  promised  me  that  he  will  make  it  a  point  to  see  that  the  Speaker 
gets  to  New  York  on  Wednesday.  I  would  not  have  this  fall  under  any  cir- 
cumstances, for  it  would  destroy  the  effect  of  the  banquet.  If  Watson  will 
make  up  his  mind  on  Monday  what  train  they  will  take,  and  you  get  the  tickets 
in  his  hands,  I  think  we  can  rely  on  their  arrival.  I  trust  Senator  Hemenway 
will  be  able  to  accompany  them. 

What  was  this  dinner  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAu..  That  was  the  annual  convention  and  banquet  that 
was  held  in  New  York  on  May  18, 19,  and  20, 1910.  They  wanted  the 
Speaker  and  several  other  leaders  of  Congress  to  be  at  the  banquet. 
I  would  like  to  have  the  latter  part  of  that  letter  read : 

The  Chairman.  What  was  this  meeting  in  New  York  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  their  annual  convention  and  banquet. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  further  from  this  letter : 

Mr.  CX)udrey  called  you  up  the  other  day  and  seemed  quite  anxious  to  see 
you.  I  gave  him  your  address  as  Hotel  Touralne,  Atlantic  City,  and  you  may 
have  heard  from  him,  although  I  note  your  letter  is  from  the  St  Charles  Hotel. 

I  suppose  all  will  be  quiet  here  on  Monday,  and  as  soon  as  you  get  the 
Speaker's  matter  off  your  hands  you  will  wish  to  come  down  to  New  York  for 
Tuesday  and  Wednesday,  which  will  be  the  real  convention  days,  as  they  do 
not  come  to  order  until  Monday  afternoon,  and  will  take  up  most  of  that  time 
with  reports  and  other  formal  work,  the  real  business  beginning  Tuesday 
morning. 

I  do  not  see  any  use  in  reading  more  of  that. 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  last  part  of  that,  Senator,  is  what  I  wanted 
read. 

Senator  Beed  (reading) : 

I  trust  you  had  a  successful  trip,  but  I  know  that  whatever  progress  has  been 
made  is  as  much  as  any  man  could  make,  for  when  headway  seems  difficult  to 
you  in  a  dubious  political  situation,  no  other  man  could  make  any  headway. 

With  best  of  good  wishes,  I  am, 

Very  truly,  yours,  James  A.  Bmkbt. 

Mr.  MniiHAiiL.  That  is  what  I  wanted  to  get  out,  Senator. 

The  Ch^^irman.  Is  No.  3698  a  note  from  Mr.  Coudrey  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALi.  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads  as  follows: 

I  understand  that  you  will  return  here  Monday,  and  I  would  like  to  see  you. 
With  my  very  best  wishes,  I  beg  to  remain, 

Yours,  faithfully,  H.  M.  Ooudbey. 

Is  No.  8699  a  telegram  that  you  sent  to  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  telegram).    Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  reads : 

John  Kibbt,  Jr.. 

5H  Reihold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio: 

Speaker  Cannon,  Secretary  Nagel,  Hon.  James  B.  Watson,  Mr.  L.  W.  Busby, 
Speaker's  secretary,  and  Mr.  Charles  Stevens,  Mr.  Nagel's  secretary,  will  all 
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leave  Union  Station,  this  city,  at  three  p.  m.,  arriving  at  Jeney  City  at  seven 
flfty-flve  p.  m. 

MULHALL. 

Is  No.  3700  a  telegram  from  Emery  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALii  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  IIeed.  It  reads: 

Thanks  for  good  work  and  good  news,  which  all  ai^reciate.  Please  wire  road 
on  which  you  come  and  time  of  arrival  at  Jersey  Oity,  where  committee  will 
meet  Speaker. 

Jambs  A.  Bukbt. 

No.  3701  is  another  telegram  to  you  from  Emery,  is  it  not! 
Mr.  MuLHALii  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  That  reads: 

New  York,  N.  Y.,  May  17,  1910. 

H.  M.   MULHALL, 

Room  613,  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington,  /).  C: 

Don't  let  the  Speaker  fail  us.  Assure  Watson  Van  Cleaye*s  death  makes 
t3peaker*s  presence  and  success  of  banquet  more  important  We  rely  on  yon, 
as  ever,  to  deliver  the  goods. 

James  A.  Bmebt. 

They  did  not  stop  the  banquet  on  account  of  Mr.  Van  Cleave's 
death  f 

Mr.  MuLHALii.  No,  sir;  they  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3702  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Boudinot! 
Mr.  MujjUall,  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

My  money  is  exhausted  on  railway  tickets  for  our  guests.  Please  mail  me 
to-night,  so  will  reach  me  at  New  Willard  Hotel  to-morrow  morning,  $100. 

No.  3703  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3699. 
No.  3704  is  a  telegram  you  sent  to  Bird,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Mr.  ITred  Irland,  official  stenographer  to  Speaker  Gannon,  is  attending  your 
convention  in  New  York.  Mr.  Cannon  wishes  him  held  there  to  take  his 
address. 

No.  3705  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 
Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

(3705.) 

May  23,  1910. 

My  Dear  Martin.:  Confirming  my  conversation  with  you  over  the  lonj?- 
distance  telephone,  I  want  to  say  that  our  mutual  friend  Hon.  Harry  M. 
Coudrey  needs  all  the  assistance  that  can  be  given  him  in  his  district 

My  greatest  hope  of  success  in  his  case  is  not  the  strength  of  the  Republican 
Party  but  the  weakness  of  the  Democrats.  There  are  two  or  three  leading 
Democrats  working  hard  to  get  the  nomination  in  opposition  to  him,  and  one 
of  these  candidates  has  threatened  to  run  indei>endently  if  he  Is  turned  down 
by  the  Democratic  Party.  That  would  be  the  best  thing  that  could  happen  for 
the  Republican  candidate,  consequently,  while  it  is  still  too  early  to  say  any- 
thing definite,  it  is  more  than  possible  that  the  dissension  in  the  Democratic 
Party  will  elect  a  Republican. 

You  are  aware  that  Mr.  Coudrey 's  district  is  claimed  to  be  a  Democratic 
district,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  very  thorough  way  in  which  Mr.  Coud- 
rey*s  former  campaigns  were  run  and  the  high  personal  esteem  which  many, 
of  Mr.  Coudrey 's  constituents  have  for  him  the  Republicans  would  have  had 
a  difficult  time  carrying  this  district.  Possibly  Mr.  Coudrey  is  better  posted 
as  to  his  prospects  for  the  nomination  than  I  am.    Nevertheless,  I  know  it  t«> 
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be  a  fact  that  he  has  opponents  high  up  in  the  councils  of  the  Republican 
district  committee,  and,  as  I  see  it,  the  fight  for  nomination  is  the  one  that  is 
most  Important  at  the  present  time. 

If  you  can  possibly  be  spared  in  Washington,  I  think  you  ought  by  all  means 
come  and  do  all  that  can  be  done  for  Mr.  Coudrey,  and  not  only  as  vice  president 
for  Missouri  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  and  as  president  of  • 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  but  especially  as  a  personal  friend  of 
Mr.  Coudrey,  I  urge  you  to  come    Please  keep  me  advised  of  your  movements. 

Did  you  go? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Beed.  Did  you  go  later? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  beiieye  I  did.  I  belieye  the  letters  will  show  I 
went  later.  I  want  to  state  right  here,  Senator,  before  you  get  too 
far  away  from  that  banquet,  that  I  haye  always  attended,  since  the 
Van  Cleaye  administration  of  the  affairs,  their  annual  banquets,  but 
on  that  occasion  the  Speaker  did  not  want  to  go  to  be  the  principal 
.speaker  at  the  banquet,  and  I  learned  that,  and  when  I  went  oyer  to 
the  banquet  I  was  directed  by  Bird  and  Mr.  Kirby  to  return  here  and 
work  for  three  days  to  be  sure  to  make  that  a  success,  to  get  those 

Sintlemen  oyer  there;  and  that  was  the  Speaker,  Mr.  Watson,  Senator 
emenway,  and  others.  It  was  a  yery  difficult  mission  I  was  sent  on, 
and  I  accomplished  it.  When  I  went  back  with  those  people,  for  my 
work  done  in  the  past  and  for  the  work  I  had  done  on  that  occasion 
I  was  giyen  a  yote  of  the  full  board  of  directors  of  the  Manufac- 
turers'— ^I  mean  a  yote  of  thanks  for  my  work  in  the  past 

Senator  Reed.  I  belieye  that  is  what  a  society  of  distinguished  gen- 
tlemen once  gaye  the  poor,  a  yote  of  thanks  and  three  cheers. 

No.  3706  is  another  Schwedtman  letter,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

No.  3706  reads : 

Since  dictating  the  attached  I  have  made  it  a  special  point  to  have  a  talk 
with  some  one  supposed  to  be  high  up  in  the  councils  of  the  twelfth  district. 
He  is  a  friend  of  L.  G.  Dyer,  a  lawyer  and  politician,  who  filed  the  required 
notice  for  primary  election  on  the  Republican  ticket  last  Saturday.  Conse- 
quently, Mr.  Coudrey  will  have  this  one  opponent  if  he  has  nobody  else. 

I  am  told  that  Hiram  Lloyd,  who  stated  to  me  some  time  ago  that  he  expected 
to  run  in  the  twelfth,  has  now  given  up  his  Intention.  I  understand  that  Mr. 
Coudrey  has  not  yet  openly  declared  his  intention  of  running,  and  that  up  to 
a  short  time  ago  all  his  friends  understood  that  he  would  not  run.  On  the 
Democratic  side  there  are  three  candidates  so  far — Tom  Kinney,  a  shrewd  poli- 
tician; Tom  Bowe,  a  lawyer;  and  Colin  M.  Selph,  who  opposed  Coudrey  the 
last  time. 

Does  that  recall  to  your  mind,  now,  the  fact  that  Mr.  Selph  was 
the  candidate  against  Coudrey  in  1908  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  had  several  interviews  with  Mi".  Coudrey  in  rela- 
tion to  who  his  oppcMient  was,  and  I  know  that  that  is  right,  Senator ; 
and  about  that  time  I  had  the  use  of  a  room  in  the  basement  here  in 
the  Capitol,  and  that  is  where  those  long-distance  telephone  calls 
that  Mr.  Schwedtman  speaks  about  were  sent,  from  the  Capitol  here 
to  St.  Louis  for  Mr.  Coudrey.  I  got  Mr.  Schwedtman  on  the  long- 
distance phone  and  had  those  interviews  over  the  phone  with  Mr. 
Schwedtman  that  he  mentions  in  his  letter. 

Senator  Rr^ijD.  No.  3707  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  which  you  sent  to 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  telegram).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  reads : 

Two  long  interviews  with  Coudrey  to^ay.  He  is  extr^nely  anxioas  for  otor 
help  in  his  district  That  is  the  reaaoa  I  called  yoo  over  the  lon^Klistaace 
phone  from  his  room.  He  wants  to  have  yon  i^ve  him  the  situation  in  his 
district  regarding  the  manufacturers  and  would  like  to  have  me  go  to  St  Louis 
for  him.    He  insists  on  making  the  fight    Oan  yon  reach  Otto  F.  Stifrt  (boss)? 

MULHAIX. 

I  call  vour  attention  to  this: 

That  is  the  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance  phone  from  his  room. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  from  the  room  in  the  Capitol  here.  I  maybe 
designated  it  in  the  telegram  that  way.  It  was  not  from  Mr.  Cou- 
drey^s  room ;  it  was  from  this  lobby  room  we  had  in  the  basement  of 
the  Capitol  here  on  the  House  side. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3708  a  copy  of  a  letter  or  a  telegram  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  telegram).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  night 
letter  I  sent  to  Schwedtman. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  say  you  had  a  lobby  room  here  in  the 
CapitoH 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  Mr.  McDermott  furnished  us  with  a 
room  for  meeting  Mr.  McDermott  and  his  friends  and  his  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  addressed  to  Sdiwedtman,  and  reads : 

Sent  you  a  long  night  letter  at  Mr.  Coudrey 's  request.  C&n  you  send  me  a 
diplomatic  message  in  answer  to  both  my  night  messages  to  the  New  Wlllard 
Hotel  that  I  can  show  to  Coudrey?  This  is  most  important,  as  there  is  a  crisis 
on  here  and  we  need  every  particle  of  help  we  can  get.  Will  write  you  fully 
to-morrow  morning.  Mulhaix. 

Why  did  you  want  a  diplcnnatic  message  sent  because  there  was  a 
crisis!     How  was  that  to  affect  the  crisis,  and  what  was  the  crisis! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  was  the  Moon  bill,  and  the  revision  of  the 
laws,  and  several  other  bills  on  the  floor  at  that  time,  and  we  were 
trying  to  do  everything  we  possibly  could  to  stop  the  progress  of 
the  revision  of  the  laws  that  they  had  on  the  floor  at  that  time — 
extend  the  reading  so  that  Moon  would  not  reach  his  bill. 

Senator  Reed.  To  extend  the  reading  so  that  Moon  would  not 
I'each  his  bill.    And  what  was  Moon's  bul  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Moon's  was  one  of  the  injunction  bills  that  was  on 
the  floor  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  wanted  a  diplomatic  message  sent  to  Coudrey. 
Did  you  mean  by  that  a  messag:e  that  would  show  you  were  interested 
in  working  for  Coudrey  in  his  district — ^that  is,  that  Schwedtman 
was — and  helping  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  by  doing  that  did  you  expect  to  obtain  his 
cooperation  here? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  always  a  friend  of  the  organization  here. 
I  did  not  need  his  cooperation,  but  I  wanted  to  show  that  they  were 
willing  to  continue  their  effort  in  Coudrey's  behalf. 

Senator  Reed.  To  keep  him  in  line  ? 

Mr.  MiTLHALu  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3700  a  copy  of  another  night  letter  that  you 
sent? 

Mr.  Mi'LHALL.  Yes, 
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Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

•  Two  longr  interviewg  with  CJoudrey  to-day.  He  Is  extremely  anxious  to  come 
back  to  Congress.  That  is  the  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance  phone 
from  his  room.  He  wants  me  to  have  you  give  him  the  situation  in  his  district 
and  is  extremely  -anxious  I  should  go  to  St  Louis  for  him.  He  insists  on  making 
the  fight.    To  what  extent  can  the  manufacturers  help  him  in  this  campaign? 

MULHAIX. 

That  is  very  similar  to  No.  3707.  Do  you  know  how  you  came  to 
send  two  telegrams  so  much  alike  as  those? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  I  sent  several  telegrams  just  about  that  time  at 
Coudrey's  request. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3710  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  is  it 
not?  -.  # 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3705. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suggest  that  as  No.  S710  is  the  original  of  which 
No.  3705  is  the  duplicate,  the  latter  one,  No.  3710,  is  the  one  whiclk 
ought  to  be  used. 

The  Chairman.  And  strike  out  No.  3705. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3711  is  the  original  of  which  No.  3706  is 
the  duplicate,  and  the  same  correction  should  be  made.  We  should 
use  the  originals  where  we  have  them.  I  now  hand  you  No.  3710  and 
No.  3711  and  ask  you  if  they  are  the  original  letters  sent  to  you  by  Mr. 
Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHAUi.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  they  are  in  each  instance  upon  the  letterhead 
of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  I  think  that  fact  ought  to 
be  shown,  at  least  once  in  a  while,  on  these  letters,  and  not  be  entirely 
lost  si^ht  of. 

Is  No.  3712  a  copy  of  a  telegram  you  received  from  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL.  Yes;  the  original  telegram. 

Senator  Reed.  The  telegram  that  you  received  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes.  »   t.  . 

Senator  Reed.  The  delivered  copy  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

I  wrote  you  fully  regarding  Coudrey  yesterday.  Manufacturers  are  ready  to 
help  Coudrey,  but  situation  seems  unfavorable.-  Suggest  you  wire  or  write  me 
after  receipt  of  my  letter  to-morrow. 

F.   0.    SCHWBa)TM/LN.  • 

3713-3715  is  another  "  Dear  Ferdinand  "  letter.    I  read  a  p^rt  of  it : 

The  copy  of  your  letter  of  May  23  has  just  been  handed  to  me  by  the  Hon. 
Harry  M.  Coudrey.  I  have  been  over  here  for  several  days,  at  the  request  of 
Mr.  Kirby.  There  has  a  serious  situation  arisen  in  the  second  New  Jersey  dia- 
trict  (Gardner's),  which  has  taken  a  lot  of  time  for  the  past  two  weeks.  Gard- 
ner is  a  half  insurgent  and  would  be  pleased  if  he  could  have  some  justification 
to  join  his  brethren  on  the  other  side  and  get  out  of  an  agreement  he  had  with 
your  humble  servant  several  months  ago.  The  labor  unions  have  been  bounding 
Gardner  to  get  the  eight-hour  bill  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  He  has  been 
wabbling  lately,  and  it  ha&  required  the  most  tedious  and  hardest  work  to  hold 
this  fellow  in  line.  There  has  been  a  crisis  on  at  three  difl!erent  times,  and  I 
have  been  brought  over  here  at  the  advice  of  some  of  our  leading  members  of 
our  organization.  I  do  not  know  why,  but  Gardner  refuses  to  do  business  with 
anyone  else  outside  of  myself  along  the  lines  I  am  speaking  about,  and  for  the 
past  few  days  I  went  through  a  crisis  with  him  that  was  enough  to  kill  anything 
but  an  Irish  mule. 
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I  have  started  to  write  to  you  about  Goudrey,  but  I  note  that  the  last  para- 
graph of  your  letter  says  that  you  wish  to  keep  in  touch  with  what  is  going  on. 
It  is  a  compliment  to  me  to  have  you  say  so,  because  there  is  nothing  that  gives 
me  more  pleasure  than  writing  a  letter  to  you.  I  will  now  get  back  to  Coudrey, 
tend  state  that  he  has  written  three  letters  to  me  in  the  past  week  asking  for 
aid.  Mr.  Ck>udrey  has  been  your  dear  friend,  so  that  makes  him  mine,  and 
there  has  been  no  man  in  Congress  that  has  done  more  for  our  people  and  was 
willing  at  all  times  to  help  than  the  Hon.  Harry  M.  Ck>udrey.  When  he  handed 
me  a  copy  of  your  letter  tonday  for  me  to  read  I  could  have  hugged  you  if  you 
had  been  present,  for  I  have  been  saying  to  Mr.  Coudiey  that  I  knew  the  situa- 
tion was  good  in  his  district  for  him.  from  another  source  of  information  from 
Bt  Louis,  and  your  letter  confirmed  every  particular  of  this ;  and  he  said  to  me 
after  my  interview  to-day  that  he  would  have  entirely  dropped  out  of  the  fight 
U  it  had  not  been  from  the  encouragement  he  had  received  from  myself  and  a 
few  other  friendd  here  in  Washington.  He  asked  me  yesterday  to  see  Speaker 
Cannon  in  his  behalf,  and  I  had  a  very  interesting  and  pleasant  interview  with 
the  Speaker  from  9.30  this  a.  m.  until  10  a.  m.  I  c^ade  this  engagement  last ' 
evening  with  the  Speaker;  and  after  the  Interview  with  the  Speaker  was  over  I 
was  hugely  pleased,  for  the  Speaker  promised  he  would  write  to  the  editor  of 
the  Globe-Democrat,  of  St  Louis — Mr.  Nevins,  I  think,  was  the  name  he  gave 
me — ^and  he  would  do  everything  in  his  power  for  the  letum  of  Mr.  Coudrey. 

I  merely  mention  this  fact  to  you  to  show  how  anxious  our  friends  are  to  have 
him  come  back;  so  I  will  not  Impose  on  you  any  longer  In  this  letter,  for  I 
know  all  you  will  say  in  your  letter  to  me  will  be  strictly  carried  out. 

No.  3716  is  a  letter irom  James  A.  Emery  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  ought  to  be  read.    It  is  as  follows: 

My  Deab  Colonel:  I  am  very  much  surprised  to  find  that  you  wUl  not  be 
here  at  5,  as  your  failure  to  see  me  during  the  day  has  very  much  delayed 
important  action. 

The  report  abroad  concerning  the  reporting  of  the  Moon  bill  is  false.  Mc- 
Michael  first  made  the  statement  to  me,  but  investigation  shows  it  to  be  without 
any  foundation  in  fact. 

I  understand  that  you  have  been  busy  concerning  the  caucus  called  some  time 
ago  for  to-night  to  consider  the  postal  savings-bank  bill  and  the  amendment 
thereto,  otherwise  I  would  endeavor  to  reach  you  to-night,  as  the  action  of  sev- 
eral of  our  oflBcers  is  dependent  upon  your  information. 

Please  be  at  the  office  around  9.30  in  the  morning  without  fitiL 

Was  McMichael  making  reports  to  Emery  as  well  as  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MtJi^AM..  No,  sir;  Mr.  McMichael  generally  reported  to  me. 
Senator  Reed.  It  seems  that  in  this  instance  he  must  have  reported 

to  Emery. 

Mr.  Mtjlhall.  Yes;  he  imported  over  the  wire,  at  my  suggestion, 
to  Mr.  Emery.  There  was  a  good  deal  of  feeling  between  Mr.  Emery 
and 'myself  about  that  time.  I  was  under  the  impression  that  Mr. 
Emery  was  not  doing  as  much  work  as  he  took  the  credit  for,  and  Mr. 
Bird  was  over  here  to  settle  a  matter  with  Mr.  Gardner  about  that 
period  of  time 

Senator  Beed.  Colonel,  we  do  not  want  the  details. 

Mr.  MuLHAUi.  All  right,  sir ;  then  I  will  stop. 

Senator  Reed.  The  point  of  the  matter  is  that  Mr.  Emery  says  that 
Mr.  McMichael  did  report  to  him. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  he  did  at  that  time;  but  there  was  a  little  de- 
ception used  on  Mr.  Emery,  to  show  that  he  was  not  posted  on  what 
was  going  on.    That  was  done  for  that  purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  I  did  not  understand  your  last  remark. 

Mr.  Mulhajaj.  I  said  there  was  a  little  deception  used  on  Mr. 
Emery  at  my  suggestion,  to  show  that  he  was  not  posted  on  what  was 
gong  on.  in  fact,  he  was  not  doing  work  enough,  according  to  my 
idea. 
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Senator  'Bjred.  What  was  the  deception  you  practiced? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Moon  had  several  bills,  I  think  one  for  the 
deepening  of  the  harbor  of  the  Delaware  River,  and  I  believe  it  was 
that  bill  that  was  reported  out,  and  that  was  one  of  the  Moon  bills, 
and  I  had  Mr.  McMichael  wire  him  that  the  Moon  bill  was  out,  and 
Mr.  Emery  thought  it  was  the  injunction  bill — ^jumped  to  that  con- 
clusion. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  wire  him  or  telephone? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Telephoned. 

Senator  Reed.  And  this  is  Mr.  Emery's  statement  of  the  matter  to 

you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.    I  had  positive  orders  to  report  at  that  time, 

by  Mr.  Emery.    If  I  did  not  report,  why — ;— 

Senator  Reed.  Have  there  been  any  previous  references  to  this  man 
McMichael  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  one.    Mr.  Mulhall  simply  stated  that  he  was 

chief  page  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3717-3735  a  copy  of  a  report  which  you  made  to 

Mr.  Kirby? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  ought  to  be  read  in  full. 
Senator  Reed.  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

(3717-3735.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  May  25, 1910. 
Mr.  John  Kdusy, 

President  N.  A.  of  M.,  Raihold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

Mt  Deab  Mr.  Kibby  :  I  arrived  here  Sunday  noon,  for  before  I  saw  yon  In 
New  York  on  the  20th  there  was  a  message  sent  to  my  home  In  Baltimore,  which 
was  repeated  to  me  to  New  York,  stating  that  there  was  a  very  serious  situa- 
tion on  here.  Besides  that,  I  showed  to  yourself  and  Mr.  Bird  on  Friday  some 
newspaper  clippings  confirming  this  message,  so  I  got  away  from  New  York  at 
the  earliest  possible  moment  to  come  over  here4 

On  Sunday  I  saw  Mr.  Shrieve,  of  the  Labor  Committee,  and  the  information  he 
gave  me  concerning  that  committee  started  me  off  at  a  gallop  to  try  and  get  the 
situation,  which,  in  my  opinion,  was  extremely  serious.  I  called  on  several 
friends  on  Sunday  evening,  and  Monday  morning  at  9.30  a.  m.  I  called  at  Mr. 
Emery's  office  and  carried  out  your  instructions  to  the  letter;  that  is,  in  a  most 
diplomatic  way.  I  say  this  in  the  forepart  of  this  letter,  for  you  will  see  in 
the  latter  paragraphs  that  the  situation  here  was  at  a  crisis.  Mr.  Emery  and 
I  had  a  very  pleasing  interview,  lasting  about  an  hour.  He  told  me  that  there 
was  nothing  at  all  of  any  Importance  going  on  here  at  the  present  time  and  that 
If  I  had  any  field  work  to  do  I  could  start  away  whenever  I  was  ready.  I  told 
Mr.  Emery,  as  I  told  you,  of  the  situation  in  his  office  concerning  the  sending 
out  of  my  letters  and  reports,  and  I  should  Judge  from  the  interview  I  had  with 
him  that  he  was  in  an  embarrassed  situation.  He  wished  me  to  continue  making 
my  reports,  as  I  had  formerly  done,  from  his  office.  This  I  flatly  refused  to  do, 
for  when  I  was  over  here  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  and  Wednesday  a  telegram  that 
I  dictated  to  be  sent  to  you  to  New  York  was  sent  to  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  the  party 
in  his  office,  as  I  stated  to  you  in  my  last  interview,  not  only  refused  to  do  my 
work,  but  was  also  insulting  and  gave  me  to  understand  that  the  office  was  In 
her  charge  when  Mr.  Emery  was  out  of  the  office ;  so  under  these  circumstances, 
when  I  saw  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday,  I  explained  to  him  that  this  in  itself  would 
make  it  impossible  for  me  to  work  from  that  office,  but  there  are  many  other 
reasons,  which  you  will  see  in  this  letter,  made  it  dangerous  likewise. 

After  parting  with  Mr.  Emery  on  Monday  my  relations  with  him  were  ex- 
tremely pleasant,  and  I  went  to  see  Mr.  John  J.  Gardner,  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor.  For  a  number  of  years  Mr.  Gardner's  and  my  relations 
have  been  strictly  confidential  and  always  extremely  pleasant    It  made  no  dif- 
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ference  to  me,  in  a  certain  sense,  whether  he  was  for  or  againiA  vs.  I  was 
always  working  to  gain  his  friendship  on  account  of  the  Important  position  he 
retained  In  the  National  Congress  relating  to  our  affalirs. 

At  11  a.  m.  I  saw  Mr.  Gardner  at  the  Capitol,  and  I  got  a  freeslng  recep- 
tion, something  I  could  not  understand,  and  I  demanded  from  this  gentleman 
to  know  what  was  the  matter.  He  flatly  told  me  that  he  had  me  in  his  confi- 
dence for  a*  long  period  of  time,  but  any  man  that  would  betray  that  confidence 
and  be  treacherous  he  wished  to  have  nothing  more  to  do  with.  This  so  dumb- 
founded me  that  I  appealed  to  Mr.  Gardner  for  a  hearing,  and  we  went  Into  his 
committee  room.  He  began  by  telling  me  that  there  was  confidential  informa- 
tion that  he  had  given  to  me  and  gave  to  no  one  else  only  me  which  was  re- 
peated to  him  at  the  Dewey  Hotel  In  this  city  four  or  five  days  previous.  I 
wanted  to  know  in  what  way.  He  safd  he  was  calling  on  a  colleague  of  hi9 
at  the  Dewey  Hotel  and  he  saw  In  the  lobby  of  that  hotel  Congressman  Town- 
send,,  of  Michigan,  ex-Congressman  James  E.  Watson,  of  Indiana,  and  he 
thought  the  other  man  was  Congressman  Calderhead,  of  Kansas,  and  just  aff 
soon  as  he  approached  Mr.  Watson  and  those  gentlemen  Mr.  Watson  began  by 
asking  him  what  the  situation  was  in  his  district.  He  stated  that,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  it  was  good.  Mr.  Watson  then  wanted  to  know  if  the  leaders  of  his  dis- 
trict were  with  him.  He  said.  Judging  from  his  reports,  he  should  .say  they 
were  good.  He  then  wanted  to  know  if  the  Senators  were  with  him.  Mr. 
Gardner  said  he  was  then  getting  curious  to  know  what  Mr.  Watson  was  getting 
at.  Then  Mr.  Watson  repeated  to  him  that  they  had  working  in  his  district 
a  man  by  the  name  of  Mulhall,  and  that  he  (Watson)  was  thoroughly  posted 
on  what  as  going  on  there.  Then  Mr.  Watson  started  off  and  told  Mr.  Gardner 
a  lot  of  confidential  Information  that  Gardner  had  given  Mulhall  on  former  occa- 
sions, and  Mr.  Gardner  stated  that  he  was  so  astonished  and  so  humiliated 
that  Instead  of  staying  In  the  hotel  and  replying  to  Mr.  Watson  he  left  the  hoteF 
without  waiting  a  moment,  and  he  felt  that  Watson's  efforts  were  to  humiliate 
him  in  front  of  those  other  two  Members  of  Congress. 

When  Mr.  Gardner  told  me  this  story  I  felt  more  humiliated  than  Mr.  Gard- 
ner could  ever  dream  of  being,  for  it  was  the  first  time  in  my  life  that  I  was 
ever  accused  of  treachery  by  a  man  that  I  valued  and  who  trusted  me  with 
his  confidence.  I  made  a  feeble  attempt  to  talk  with  Mr.  Gardner,  and  I  told 
him  that  I  thought  I  could  convince  him.  If  he  would  give  me  a  few  hours, 
that  I  was  not  in  any  way  to  blame  for  this  information  coming  out  or  for  Mr. 
Watson's  brutal  attack  on  him,  and  I  explained  to  Mr.  Gardner  that  I  was  not 
in  charge  of  the  work  in  Washington,  and  that  I  made  my  reports  to  the  officers 
of  our  association,  from  Mr.  Emery's  office,  and  to  Mr.  Emery's  private  ste- 
nographer, who  was  employed  by  our  association  to  do  confidential  work.  I 
asked  Mr.  Gardner  to  excuse  me  from  any  further  explanation,  and  begged  from 
him  the  privilege  of  allowing  me  to  telegraph  to  the  general  manager  of  our 
association,  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  and  asked  him  if  he  would  make  this  same  state- 
ment on  the  following  morning  if  I  could  get  Mr.  Bird  to  Washington.  This  he 
said  he  would  do;  that  he  would  be  pleased  to  meet  Mr.  Bird,  and  I  made  an 
engagement  for  Mr.  Bird  for  the  next  morning  at  9.30  a.  m. 

I  asked,  while  I  was  in  Mr.  Gardner's  room,  if  he  would  allow  me  to  send  a 
telegram  from  his  office  to  Mr.  Bird.  This  permission  was  granted,  and  I  then 
asked  him  if  he  would  have  his  private  secretary  send  the  telegram,  so  that  he 
would  know  for  a  certainty  that  it  was  sent,  so  the  following  telegram  was 
sent  to  Mr.  Bird  by  Mr.  Gardner's  secretary,  Mr.  Shrleve : 

"  May  23,  1910. 
"  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

"General  Manager  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  170  Broadway: 

"Am  now  at  Capitol.  Important  matter  has  arisen.  Meet  me  at  Willard 
Hotel  Tuesday  morning  9.30. 

**  Mulhall.** 

I  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office,  and  I  was  at  a  loss  to  know  what  to  do,  for  I 
knew  there  was  great  pressure  being  brought  on  Gardner  by  both  the  Demo- 
crats and  the  insurgents  to  report  out  the  eight-hour  bill  out  of  committee. 

I  called  at  the  offices  of  several  friends  on  the  House  side,  and  not  finding 
any  of  them,  while  going  over  to  the  Senate  side  of  the  Capitol,  I  met  Senator 
Cummins,  of  Iowa.  He  stated  that  he  was  on  his  way  to  Senator  Dolliver's 
room  and  Invited  me  to  go  with  him.  I  was  very  much  pleased  on  account  of 
this  meeting,  for  he  was  one  of  the  gentlemen  I  had  prepared  to  see  when  I 
was  in  New  York  on  account  of  a  speech  made  by  Hon.  Nathan  B.  Kendall^ 
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Congressman  of  the  sixth  Iowa  district.  Kendall  had  made  a  bitter  attack 
upon  the  Committee  on  Labor,  particularly  Gardner,  to  have  the  eight-hour  bill 
taken  out  of  the  committee's  jurisdiction  and  bring  it  upon  the  floor. 

As  soon  as  I  reached  Mr.  Dolliver's  room  with  Mr.  Cummins  he  took  me  to 
a  private  room  and  commenced  to  berate  about  our  Bssociation  having  as  Its 
principal  guest  at  our  banquet  on  Wednesday,  the  18th,  the  Hon.  Joseph  G. 
Cannon.  I  know  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  say  to  you  that  Senator  Cummins 
Is  one  of  the  principal  Insurgents  of  this  Congress.  He  seemed  extremely 
angry  over  the  reception  given  to  the  Speaker  at  our  late  banquet.  I  did  my 
best  to  convince  Senator  Cummins  that  our  organization  is  a  nonpartisan  one, 
that  there  are  thousands  of  leading  Democrats  in  it  as  well  as  Republicans, 
and  that  our  association  has  always  been  open  to  educational  speeches,  and  that 
we  would  be  just  as  likely  to  Invite  him  (Cummins)  next  year,  as  we  did  a 
•couple  of  years  ago,  when  he  was  invited  to  the  Indianapolis  convention,  which 
was  held  in  February,  1909,  to  create  a  tariff  commission.  I  stated  to  him 
that  I  had  learned  that  Mr.  Kendall  was  in  the  hands  of  the  Democrats  or 
he  would  never  have  made  that  speech  to  take  the  eight-hour  bill  out  of 
committee.  Senator  Cummins  replied  that  Mr.  Kendall  knew  what  he  was 
doing.  I  replied  by  stating  that  this  was  Mr.  Kendall's  first  term  in  Congress 
and  that  he  was  new  in  politics.  Senator  Cummins  said,  "  Not  so  very  new." 
I  said,  no;  not  so  very  new;  he  was  the  speaker  of  the  Iowa  house  for  one 
term;  that  he  had  served  four  terms  in  the  Legislature  of  Iowa,  two  terms 
as  county  attorney;  but  this  was  his  first  term  in  Congress,  and  there  was  a 
vast  difference  between  a  member  of  a  State  legislature  and  a  Member  of  a 
National  Legislature.  I  merely  cited  these  facts  to  Mr.  Cummins  to  Impress 
him  that  we  knew  of  Kendall's  record  and  that  we  were  especially  interested 
In  the  speech  that  he  had  made.  When  I  first  started  in  with  Senator  Cummins 
he  seemed  to  be  very  aggressive  against  us,  but  after  an  interview  of  about 
20  minutes  he  invited  me  to  meet  him  in  a  day  or  so. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Cummins  I  went  to  the  office  of  Hon.  Harry  M.  Coudrey, 
of  the  12th  Missouri  district.  Mr.  Coudrey  has  written  me  three  letters  lately, 
as  he  is  extremely  anxious  to  return  to  Congress  and  wants  our  aid.  I  found 
that  there  was  no  use  in  my  telling  my  troubles  to  Coudrey,  as  he  had  troubles 
of  his  own,  so,  at  his  request,  I  sent  the  following  telegram  to  Mr.  F.  C. 
Schwedtman : 

"Washington,  D.  C,  May  23,  1910. 
**Mr.  F.  C.  Schwedtman, 

"1005  Chemical  Building,  8t.  Louis,  Mo.: 

"  Two  long  Interviews  with  Coudrey  to-day.  He  is  extremely  anxious  for  our 
help  in  his  district.  That  Is  tlie  reason  I  called  you  over  the  long-distance  phone 
from  his  room.  He  wants  to  have  you  give  him  the  situation  in  his  district 
regarding  the  manufacturers  and  would  like  to  have  me  go  to  St.  Louis  for  him. 
He  insists  on  making  the  fight.    Can  you  reach  Otto  F.  Stifel  (Boss)? 

"  MULHALL." 

My  interview  with  Mr.  Coudrey  lasted  for  about  an  hour  and  thirty  minutes, 
when  I  left  for  my  hotel,  which  I  reached  about  5  p.  m.,  and  met  there  in  the 
lobby  Judge  Davenport  and  Mr.  James  A.  Emery.  Mr.  Emery  said  that  he 
was  extremely  anxious  about  the  eight-hour  bill  and  wished  to  know  what  I 
had  learned  since  I  left  the  office  In  the  morning.  I  would  like  to  have  told 
him  just  what  I  had  learned  in  my  good  old  Irish  way,  for  while  I  was  fully 
convinced  that  Mr.  Emery  was  entirely  responsible  for  all  the  trouble  I  had 
with  Mr.  Gardner,  I  remembered  what  you  stated  to  me  when  leaving  New 
York,  to  "say  nothing,  but  saw  wood,"  so  I  kept  my  temper  and  in  a  very 
diplomatic  way  I  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  had  seen  several  friends  who  requested 
my  efforts  toward  getting  some  of  the  half-way  insurgents  into  a  caucus  that 
was  to  be  held  on  Wednesday,  and  this  was  the  work  I  was  now  on. 

Not  hearing  from  my  telegram  that  I  had  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  I  went  to  my 
room  and  called  Mr.  Bird  over  the  long-distance  phone  and  was  extremely 
pleased  to  get  in  touch  with  him.  He  promised  to  be  in  Washington  the  next 
morning  at  9.30  a.  m.  as  I  requested.  After  supper  I  was  engaged  until  near 
midnight  seeing  Members  of  the  House  on  the  caucus  proiK)sition,  and  in  my  own 
way  I  tried  to  better  the  situation  for  the  eight-hour  bill. 

This  morning  I  remained  in.  the  hotel  until  I  met  Mr.  Bird  at  9.30  a.  m., 
when  he  and  I  left  for  the  Capitol  to  keep  the  engagement  that  I  had  made 
with  Mr.  Gardner. 

We  went  to  Mr.  Gardner's  room,  but  not  finding  him  there  went  around  to 
the  other  rooms,  and  then  went  to  Senator  Dick's  room,  who  is  hugely  delighted 
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at  tbe  result  of  Ohio,  he  giviiig  us  a*  lot  of  credit  for  the  work  done  there ;  and 
from  there  we  went  to  the  Vice  President's  room,  and,  not  meeting  anyone 
there,  left  Mr.  Sherman's  room  and  went  to  Mr.  Gardner's  room  and  waited 
there  until  he  came.    He  arrived  about  11  a.  m. 

I  began  by  requesting  Mr.  Gardner  to  make  the  same  statements  to  Mr.  Bird 
that  he  had  made  to  me  on  the  day  before,  and  he  covered  the  situation  fully  to 
Mr.  Bird,  as  he  did  the  day  previous  to  me. 

I  make  this  extremely  plain,  as  I  wish  Mr.  Bird  to  communicate  the  situatliKfc 
to  you  as  he  saw  it  before  you  knew  what  took  place  from  this  letter. 

While  the  interview  was  on  in  Mr.  Gardner's  office,  each  of  the  gentlem^i 
present  pledged  themselves  under  Masonic  obligations  not  to  give  out  anything 
which  took  place. 

At  11.40  a.  m.  we  left  Mr.  Gardner's  office  and  met  Vice  President  Sherman  in 
the  corridor  of  the  Capitol  on  the  Senate  side,  he  giving  us  a  very  pleasant  re- 
ception in  a  brief  way.  While  talking  with  the  Vice  President  I  saw  Senator 
Cummins  coming  through  the  corridor,  and  I  attempted  to  open  up  the  inter- 
view I  had  with  Mr.  Cummins  the  day  previous,  so  that  Mr.  Bird  could  in  a 
way  learn  Senator  Cummins's  attitude  toward  the  eight-hour  bill.  The  Senator 
did  not  seem  inclined  to  talk  in  the  presence  of  Mr.  Bird,  so  Mr.  Bird  and  I  left 
the  Capitol,  I  going  with  him  as  far  as  the  Union  Station. 

I  returned  to  the  Capitol,  as  I  had  an  engagement  again  with  Mr.  Coudrey 
for  the  afternoon.  I  promising  him  I  would  give  him  my  entire  time.  I  found 
Mr.  Coudrey,  and  he  took  me  to  Mr.  Southwlck's  office,  of  the  twenty-fourth 
New  York  district,  he  requesting  me  to  get  busy  on  his  work  in  St.  IjOuIs.  He 
wanted  me  to  write  a  letter  to  Mr.  Schwedtman.  I  suggested  we  should  call  Mr. 
Schwedtman  over  the  long-distance  phone,  and  of  this  he  fully  approved  of. 
For  about  an  hour  we  were  busy  in  Mr.  Southwlck's  office,  he  leaving  It  in  our 
charge,  and  at  about  4  p.  m.  we  got  into  communication  with  Mr.  Schwedtman 
from  St  Louis.  The  message  sent  by  Mr.  Schwedtman  was  extremely  pleasing 
to  Mr.  Coudrey.  From  what  I  could  learn  over  the  phone  Mr.  Schwedtman  was 
anxious  and  willing  to  help  Mr.  Coudrey  for  renominatlon.  There  is  a  very 
active  fight  against  Mr.  Coudrey  for  renominatlon  in  his  district,  and  it  is  very 
much  to  our  interest  to  get  him  back. 

After  I  was  through  with  Mr.  Coudrey  I  came  to  the  hotel  and  found  Mr. 
Emery  waiting  there  for  me,  he  criticizing  me  very  much  for  not  giving  him  a 
full  report  of  the  work  I  was  doing.  He  insisted  that  I  should  tell  him  why 
Mr.  Bird  was  here.  I  have  never  seen  Emery  so  completely  lose  his  head  with 
anger  as  he  apparently  did  on  this  occasion.  There  was  some  fun  in  it  for  me» 
for  I  was  *'  siiying  nothing,  but  sawing  wood,"  so  I  told  Mr.  Emery  a  partial 
truth,  that  I  was  engaged  in  working  on  a  list  of  eight  names  given  to'  me  by 
congressional  friends  for  the  past  two  days.  He  wanted  to  know  if  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  Moon  bill  was  out  of  committee.  I  stated  yes,  that  I  knew  one 
Moon  bill  was  out,  which  Mr.  Moon  was  very  much  interested  in.  granting  an 
appropriation  for  the  deepening  of  the  Delaware  River  near  the  harbor  of 
Philadelphia,  and  seeing  that  Moon  was  from  Philadelphia  this  must  have  been 
the  Moon  bill  that  he  was  alluding  to,  for  Mr.  Moon  had  three  bills  in  the 
House  at  the  present  time — one  the  Moon  injunction  bill,  one  the  deei)ening  of 
Philadelphia  Harbor,  ami  one  for  the  protection  of  miners  in  Pennsylvania. 

This  seemed  to  relieve  Mr.  Emery's  mind.  Of  course.  I  did  not  tell  him  how 
Impossible  it  was  for  me  to  divulge  what  took  place  the  entire  day,  which  infor- 
mation he  Insisted  on  having. 

While  my  interview  with  Mr.  Enierj-  was  a  little  strenuous  on  his  part,  it  was 
apparently  pleasant  at  the  finish. 

I  have  told  him  on  several  occasions  while  over  here  that  I  was  here  on  field 
work,  or,  in  another  sense,  political  work,  which  I  have  been  given  by  yourself 
and  Mr.  Bird  to  understand  is  no  affair  of  his. 

Of  course  I  did  not  state  to  Mr.  Emery  this  last  paragraph,  that  the  field 
work  was  no  affair  of  his,  for  I  have  been  doing  all  I  know  how  to  harmonize 
and  not  to  create  discord. 

I  called  at  Mr.  Emery's  office  at  4  o'clock,  thinking  I  would  be  able  to  see 
him,  and  Miss  White  told  me  that  he  had  gone  to  the  Capitol.  I  told  Miss 
White  I  was  busy  on  caucus  work,  at  the  reuest  of  some  close  friends;  that  I 
had  eight  names  of  gentlemen  I  was  given  to  see,  who  were  near  Insurgents, 
and  to  tell  Mr.  Emery  this  when  he  came  in.  This.  I  suppose,  is  the  reason 
Mr.  Emery  called  at  the  hotel  at  5  p.  m. 


it 
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Just  before  leaving  the  hotel  he  called  my  attention  to  the  following  letter 
he  had  left  in  my  box : 

"  May  24,  1910. 

"Col.  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

'Hotel  Willard,  Washington,  D.  O. 

My  Deab  Colonel:  I  am  very  much  surprised  to  find  that  you  will  not  be 
here  at  5,  as  your  failure  to  see  me  during  the  day  has  very  much  delayed 
important  action. 

"  The  report  abroad  concerning  the  reporting  of  the  Mooi;i  bill  is  false.  Mc- 
Michael  first  made  the  statement  to  me,  but  investigation  shows  it  to  be  without 
any  foundation  in  fact. 

*'  I  understand  that  you  have  been  busy  concerning  the  caucus  called  some 
time  ago  for  to-night  to  consider  the  postal  savings  bank  bill  and  the  amend- 
ment thereto,  otherwise  I  would  endeavor  to  reach  you  to-night,  as  the  action  of 
several  of  our  officers  is  dependent  upon  your  information. 
"  Please  be  at  the  office  around  9.30  in  the  morning  without  fail. 
**  I  am,  very  respectfully,  yours, 

"  James  A.  Emery." 

Senator  Reed.  That  last  is  the  letter  we  read  a  little  while  ago. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  remainder  of  this  letter :      . 

Also  the  following  telegram  from  Mr.  F.  C.  Schwedtman,  in  answer  to  the 
telegram  I  sent  on  May  23: 

"  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  May  2^,  1910, 
"M.  M.  Mulhall, 

**  Care  J.  A.  Emery,  Union  Trust  Building,  Washington^  D.  C: 

I  wrote  you  fuly  regarding  Coudrey  yesterday.  Manufacturers  are  ready  to 
help  Coudrey,  but  situation  seems  unfavorable.  Suggest  you  wire  or  write  me 
after  receipt  of  my  letter  tomorrow. 

"F.  C.  Schwedtman." 

I  was  told  also  by  the  hotel  cleric  at  the  office  that  Mr.  Stephens,  Secretary 
Nagel's  secretary,  w^ould  be  pleased  to  sea  me.  I  went  across  the  street  to  see 
Mr.  Stephens,  but  found  the  office  closed,  and  until  midnight  I  was  engaged  on 
the  errand  given  to  me  concerning  tlie  caucus  for  Wednesday  night 

Op  Wednesday  morning  I  met  a  guest  of  the  New  Willard,  Congressman 
Fairchlld,  of  New  Yorlt,  whom  I  had  seen  the  day  previous.  Fairchild  is  ex- 
tremely anxious  to  have  me  go  to  Oneonta,  his  home 'town.  Mr.  Fairchild  is 
a  banker  at  170  Broadway,  in  the  same  office  building  our  New  York  office  Is  in. 
I  helped  him  in  the  camimign  of  1904,  when  he  first  ran  for  Congress,  and  this 
year  he  is  wanting  help  again.  Of  course  you  have  got  to  offer  everybody  help 
that  asks  it.    This  is  diplomacy  here  in  Washington. 

When  I  was  through  with  Mr.  Fairchild,  about  9.15  a.  m.,  I  called  up  Mr. 
Emery's  office  and  stated  to  him  that  I  had  a  very  important  engagement  at 
9.30  a.  m.  Mr.  Emery  answeretl  the  phone  himself,  and  the  following  con- 
versation took  place  over  the  wire: 

I  asked  him  if  he  could  not  come  down  to  the  New  Willard  instead  of  my 
going  to  his  office,  as  I  had  an  important  engagement  at  9.30  for  a  prominent 
Member  of  the  House.  He  then  asked  me  if  that  was  the  stand  I  was  taking, 
and  I  replied  that  I  was  taking  no  stand,  that  I  had  worked  all  day  yesterday 
and  last  night,  and  that  I  had  an  important  engagement  this  morning  at  9.30. 
He  then  stated  that  he  wished  to  see  me,  and  he  would  give  me  one  hour  to 
come  to  his  office  and  take  his  orders,  and  that  if  I  was  not  at  his  office  inside 
of  that  hour  he  would  report  me.  I  then  stated  that  I  was  obeying  orders,  and 
he  said  he  did  not  care.  I  replied,  then,  that  he  could  report  anything  he 
damned  pleased.    •    •    • 

I  left  the  hotel  and  went  to  Speaker  Cannon's  home,  where  I  had  an  engage- 
ment with  him  in  Mr.  Coudrey's  behalf.  Just  as  I  reached  his  home  I  saw  two 
prominent  Members  of  Congress  standing  on  the  porch,  waiting  to  be  admitted, 
so  I  did  not  call,  but  went  a  block  farther,  to  the  Portland  Flats,  and  Inquired 
for  Mr.  James  E.  Watson.  Senator  Hemenway  has  apartments  in  the  same 
house.  He  answered  the  phone,  and  when  I  explained  who  was  calling  he  in- 
vited me  upstairs.  Just  as  soon  as  I  entered  I  inquired  for  Mr.  Watson,  and 
Senator  Hemenway  told  me  he  had  gone  home  for  two  weeks  to  Indiana.  I 
explained  to  Senator  Hemenway  in  a  brief  way  the  situation  that  the  Gardner 
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Incident  had  placed  me  in  and  the  importance  of  being  friendly  with  Gardner 
at  the  present  time.  The  Senator  stated  that  Mr.  Watson  on  many  occftskms 
has  been  very  indiscreet  in  letting  information  drop ;  that  he  felt  positive  that 
Watson  did  not  do  it  purposely ;  that  he  must  in  some  way  have  gotten  the  in- 
formation from  others.  I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  Watson  stat- 
ing that  he  had  Mulhall  in  Gardner's  district.  This  seemed  to  surprise  the 
Senator  considerably,  and  he  advised  me  to  at  once  write  Watson  at  Rushville, 
Ind.,  the  entire  incident.  He  also  stated  that  there  had  been  a  g^ood  deal  of 
leakage  from  his  own  office,  which  for  some  time  he  could  not  understand,  and 
that  he  had  cautioned  Mr.  Thomas  Littlepage,  his  secretary,  and  that  for  several 
weeks  Mr.  Littlepage  has  been  extremely  busy  and  careful  and  trying  to  learn 
where  the  leakage  was. 

I  called  the  attention  of  the  Senator  to  what  he  knew  to  be  a  fact — that  Mr 
Littlepage  and  M^.  Emery  frequently  dined  at  the  New  Willard  Hotel  on  Mr. 
Emery's  invitation,  and  as  Mr.  Watson  could  not  get  the  information  he  gave 
concerning  Gardner  from  any  place  else  but  Emery's  office,  where  he  has  had 
his  typewriting  done  for  more  than  a  year  and  where  he  has  been  in  touch  with 
that  office  every  day  when  he  was  in  Washington,  that  was  the  only  possible 
way  ttiat  this  information  could  leak  out. 

I  left  Senator  Hemenway's  room  and  reached  the  Speaker's  house  about  10 
a.  m.,  and  I  was  engaged  with  Speaker  Cannon  until  10.30  a.  m.  on  the  Coudrey 
matter,* the  Speaker  promising  that  he  would  write  to  St.  Louis,  to  the  editor  of 
the  Globe-Democrat  of  St.  Louis,  in  behalf  of  Mr.  Ck>udrey.  I  also  called  the 
Speaker's  attention  to  Senator  Cummins's  interview,  and  he  seemed  to  be 
thoroughly  posted  upon  the  matter  and  what  Cummins  and  the  others  were 
attempting  to  do  concerning  labor  legislation. 

I  had  an  engagement  with  Mr.  Gardner,  of  New  Jersey,  at  11  a.  m..  which  I 
hurried  to  keep,  and  I  found  him  extremely  anxious  that  the  work  I  had  been 
doing  in  his  district  should  continue  as  It  was  going  on.  He  stated  he  would 
do  everything  possible  he  could  do  to  continue  the  pleasant  relations  that  he  had 
with  us  before  this  Watson  Incident.  He  also  gave  me  a  complete  statement  of 
a  hearing  that  Gompers  and  others  had  been  having  before  his  committee,  at- 
tempting to  create  a  Department  of  Labor.  This  hearing  was  on  the  Sulzer 
bill,  which  Sulzer,  of  New  York,  has  Introduced  at  this  session  of  Congress. 
Mr.  Gardner  called  my  attention  to  the  speech  made  by  Gompers  here  yester- 
day, where  Mr.  Gompers  stated  that  he  would  not  desert  labor  to  accept  a  place 
in  the  Cabinet  as  Secretary  of  this  new  department  if  it  was  created. 

The  Congressman  from  New  Jersey  also  stated  that  there  was  no  danger,  so 
far  as  he  could  learn,  of  any  labor  bills  getting  through  at  this  session  of  Con- 
gress. He  and  I  parted  on  the  basis  of  our  old  relations,  I  promising  that  I 
would  get  back  into  his  district  at  the  earliest  possible  moment. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Gardner's  office  I  called  at  the  Department  of  Commerce 
and  Labor  and  had  a  very  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Stephens.  Mr.  Nagel's 
secretary.  He  explained  to  me  why  it  was  that  the  Secretary  could  not  attend 
our  meeting.  He  said  that  at  the  very  last  moment  Mr.  Nagel  was  so  rushed 
by  some  Important  matters  that  he  was  unable  to  get  the  train  as  scheduled,  so 
he  knew  It  would  be  too  late  to  take  a  later  one.  I  explained  to  Mr.  Stephens 
that  I  was  Instructed  by  the  officers  of  our  association  to  apologize  for  our  not 
having  a  delegation  of  some  of  our  prominent  members  to  go  over  with  him  trom 
Washington.  I  told  hlra  of  all  the  arrangements  we  made  on  the  train,  giving 
him  a  private  compartment,  and  the  difficulty  we  had  at  the  last  moment  to  do 
so,  and  I  feel  that  If  we  had  lost  any  ground  with  Mr.  Nagel  in  our  pursuit  of 
Mr.  Cannon  that  we  regained  It.  Mr.  Stephens  turned  back  to  me  $28.25,  the 
amount  he  received  back  from  the  railroad  company  for  the  tickets  I  left  him. 

For  about  two  hours  of  the  afternoon  I  was  engaged  getting  up  my  reports. 

About  4  p.  m.  I  met  Mr.  Coudrey,  and  he  gave  me  a  copy  of  two  letters  that 
were  sent  to  him  by  Mr.  Schwedtman,  the  originals  having  been  forwarded  to 
my  home  In  Baltimore,  and  I  had  not  received  them  up  to  that  hour.  You  will 
please  find  enclosed  with  this  report  copies  of  the  same. 

Several  days  ago  I  had  been  given  a  list  of  eight  names  of  Members  of  Con- 
gress who  are  near  Insurgents  that  I  might  continue  In  my  spare  time  to  work 
on  them,  to  try  to  get  them  to  attend  the  caucus.  This  list  was  handed  to  me 
by  a  leading  Member  of  the  Senate,  so  for  the  balance  of  the  afternoon  during 
my  spare  time  I  was  in  this  way  engaged. 

I  was  held  over  here  on  caucus  work  last  evening,  and  I  met  Congressman 
Coudrey,  and  he  stated  that  he  had  written  Mr.  Schwedtman  a  letter,  and  that 
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lie  had  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  letter,  which  would  reach  me  In  the  morning. 
This  copy  I  received  this  a.  m.  at  9  o'clock,  and  yon  will  please  find  enclosed 
with  this  report  a  copy  of  the  same. 

I  have  given,  in  a  brief  way,  what  took  place  over  here  for  the  past  four  days, 
for  I  was  plainly  told,  as  you  can  see  by  this  report,  that  I  would  be  censured 
by  the  man  in  charge  of  the  work  here  by  letter  to  you,  or,  in  other  words,  as 
he  states,  he  would  make  §.  report  to  you  because  I  did  not  accept  his  orders. 
If  I  had  obeyed  these  orders  I  am  positive  that  the  Gardner  eight-hour  bill 
would  have  passed  the  House  by  this  time  and  would  have  had  a  host  of  Mends 
on  the  Senate  side,  so  I  did  what  I  felt  was  my  duty  to  you  an#  to  the  organi- 
zation. 

I  will  leave  here  to-morrow  to  continue  my  field  work  until  I  hear  from  you, 
so  closing,  as  usual,  with  very  best  wishes,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours, 


Senator  Cummins.  Is  that  the  entire  letter? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  desire  to  examine  Mr.  Mulhall  about  it  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  want  to  ask  him  a  question  or  two. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Cummins,  you  may  proceed. 

Mr.  MuLHAUi.  What  is  the  date  of  that  letter? 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  dated  May  25,  1910. 

Senator  Cummins.  Mr.  Mulhall,  vou  state  in  this  letter  that  as 
you  were  coming  from  the  House  side  to  the  Senate  side  of  the 
Capitol  you  met  me? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  that  on  the  House  and  Senate  floor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  it  was  in  the  corridor,  on  the  Senate  side. 

Senator  Cummins.  In  what  direction  was  I  going? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  were  going  toward  the  House  side. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  were  coming  toward  the  Senate  side? 

Mr.  MU1.HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  I  stated  to  you  that  I  was  on  my  way  to 
Senator  Dol liver's  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  invited  you  to  go  with  me? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  call  your  attention  to  a  point  further  that  is  not 
in  the  letter.  When  I  first  called  on  you  on  that  day  I  found  you 
in  the  restaurant  of  the  Senate  on  the  Senate  side  and  went  into  the 
restaurant  and  spoke  to  you,  and  you  were  talking  at  the  table  with 
scHne  other  gentleman,  aiid  you  told  me  that  you  would  be  leaving  the 
restaurant  in  a  short  time,  and  I  waited  in  the  corridor.  I  mention 
that  for  the  purpose  of  calling  your  attention  to  what  I  know  is 
facts. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  was  some  time  before? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  You  were  engaged  in  your  meal  when  I 
first  saw  you  on  that  day. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  then  you  say  when  you  met  me  later  I 
invited  you  to  go  to  Senator  DoUiver's  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  were  coming  from  the  House  and  I  was 
going  toward  Senator  DoUiver's  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir.  I  tried  to  speak  to  you  at  the  table  about 
Congressman  Kendall 

Senator  Cummins.  Just  listen  to  this  a  moment. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  All  right    Go  ahead. 

Senator  Cummins.  Aid  then  we  went,  as  you  say,  to  Senator  Dol- 
liver's  room? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  so. 

Senator  Cummins.  And  you  turned  around  and  went  with  me  to 
Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  CbMMiNS.  Where  was  Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  say  whether  it  was  Senator  Dolliver's 
committee  room 

Senator  Cummins.  You  say  I  was  going  toward  Senator  Dolliver's 
room.  Do  you  know  where  Senator  Dolliver's  room  was  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  I  believe  I  did;  if  I  had  time  to  look  at  notes. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  was  in  the  northeast  corner  of  this  building^ 
was  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  that  at  this  time.  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  Just  north  of  the  post  office  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  say  I  am  not  sure. 

Senator  Cummins.  He  was  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture and  Forestry  at  that  time,  was  he  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  say  that  for  a  fact  without  looking  at 
notes. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  know  where  the  Committee  on  Agri- 
culture and  Forestry  was? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  did. 

Senator  Cummins.  Do  you  mean  that  you  turned  around  and  went 
with  me  to  see  Senator  Dolliver  about  Mr.  Kendall's  speech? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  mentioned  the  fact  that  Mr.  Kendall  was 
objectionable  on  account  of  the  stand  he  was  taking,  and  I  tried  to 
talk  with  you  at  the  table,  and  you  told  me  then  in  a  brief  way  that 
you  thought  Mr.  Kendall  could  take  care  of  it  himself.  That  is  one 
of  the  incidents  I  know  that  occurred  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  What  was  the  purpose  of  my  taking  you  to 
Senator  Dolliver's  room? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  talk  over  the  Kendall  matter. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is,  to  talk  over  a  speech  Mr.  Kendall  had 
made  with  regard  to  the  eight-hour  bill? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  wanted  to  talk  with  you,  as  I  thought  at  that 
time  you  were  leader  of  the  Iowa  delegation,  and  I  was  instructed  to 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  of  Mr.  Kendall's  stand  from  the  time 
he  came  to  Congress,  and  I  was  on  that  errand  at  the  time  and  was 
sent  to  you  to  carry  out  that  errand. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  see  you  state  here  that  I  was  angry  on  ac- 
count of  the  reception  given  to  Mr.  Cannon  at  one  of  your  banquets. 
What  banquet  was  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  the  banquet  that  Mr.  Cannon  spoke  at 
in  1010,  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Cummins.  Where  was  it  held? 

Mr.  Mri.HALL.  In  New  York  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria.  You  called 
my  attention,  I  think,  to  the  newspaper  speech  that  Mr.  Cannon 
made  at  that  time. 

Senator  Cummins.  Was  I  carrying  around  a  copy  of  that  speech? 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      31 


& 


Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  know  whether  you  had  it  in  your  head  or 
whether  you  had  it  in  your  pocket.  ^  , 

Senator  Cummins.  How  long  was  it  after  the  banquet  when  we 
had  this  conversation? 

Senator  Reed.  May  25  is  the  date  of  this  report. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  about  five  days. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  was  May  14, 1910. 

Senator  Cummins.  You  made  the  statement  in  this  way : 

As  soon  as  I  reached  Mr.  DoUlver's  room,  with  Mr.  Cummins,  he  took  me  to 
a  private  room. 

That  is,  a  private  room  in  Senator  Dolliver's  room  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  say  positively,  Senator,  just  as  to  that 
statement.  I  am  not  positive  on  this  statement  as  Senator  Clapp  was 
the  other  day  in  remembering  back  four  years  about  receiving  an 
introduction  to  me,  when  he  had  received  thousands  of  introductions 
during  those  four  years.    I  am  speaking  from  the  report. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  see  you  are. 

Mr.  MuLHALL..  I  do  not  know  that  I  am  able  to  keep  in  my  head 
the  details  of  the  room  at  this  time.  I  have  been  in  several  rooms 
here,  and  I  do  not  know  that  I  cdn  describe  all  of  them  at  the  present 
time. 

Senator  Cummins.  If  it  happens  to  be  true,  as  it  is  true,  that  at 
that  time  there  was  no  private  rocrni  in  connection  with  Senator 
Dolliver's  room,  you  would  be  apt  to  change  your  mind  about  it, 
would  you  not? 

Mr.  iWLuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Cummins.  The  fact  is,  Senator  Dolliver's  room  was  a  sin- 
gle room  and  is  in  the  northeast  comer  of  the  building. 

I  do  not  desire  to  cross-examine  this  witness  any  further,  but  I 
desire  at  this  time  and  on  this  occasion  to  make  a  statement. 

First,  there  is  nothing  in  this  reference  that  in  the  least  reflects 
upon  me,  I  assume.  Nevertheless,  I  feel  that  I  oiiglit  to  state  my 
recollection  about  it,  and  I  will  go  back  now  to  the  meeting  in 
Indianapolis. 

In  the  first  place,  strange  as  it  may  appear,  I  have  no  recollection 
of  ever  seeing  Col.  Mulhall  until  he  appeared  before  this  committee, 
no  recollection  of  ever  speaking  to  Col.  Mulhall  on  any  subject ;  but 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  I  have  not  done  so,  because  there  are 
a  great  many  men  with  whom  I  have  talked  that  of  course  I  do  not 
remember. 

When  I  came  to  the  Senate  in  the  fall  of  1908  Senator  Beveridge 
was  very  much  interested  in  a  bill  to  create  a  tariff  commission,  a 
permanent  nonpartisan  tariff  commission.  He  had  introduced  a  bill 
upon  that  subject  a  year  or  two  before  that,  as  I  remember  it.  I  was 
in  favor  of  a  tariff  commission  also,  as  one  of  the  means  of  settling 
disputes  about  the  tariff.  I  went  along  and  I  was  in  constant  com- 
munication with  other  people  who  were  in  favor  of  the  tariff  com- 
mission, so  far  as  I  could  get  in  communication  with  them.  Some 
kind  of  a  meeting  was  to  be  held  at  Indianapolis.  I  would  have  said, 
depending  upon  my  recollection  alone,  that  it  was  a  meeting  of  the 
National  Tariff  Commission  Association.  But  I  will  not  be  sure 
about  that.    Probably  it  was  the  other. 
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I  received  an  invitation  from  some  officer  of  that  association  to 
speak,  at  the  annual  meeting,  on  the  subject  of  a  tariff  commission, 
and  in  a  tentative  way  I  accepted  that  invitation.  The  invitation  was 
fiupplemented  by  Senator  Beveridge  in  person^  that  being  his  home, 
and  he  wanting  apparently  very  much  that  I  should  go  there  ana 
make  a  speech  on  mat  subject.  As  the  time  drew  near,  it  became 
evident  that  on  account  of  my  work  here  I  could  not  go,  and  I  so 
notified  the  people  there ;  and  then  began  something  of  a  pressure 
upon  me  to  change  my  mind  and  go,  and  Senator  Beveridge  especially 
was  very  insistent. 

^  It  may  be — I  do  not  say  that  it  was  not  so — ^that  during  that 
time  Col.  Mulhall  came  to  me  and  presented  the  request  of  the  asso- 
ciation for  me^to  go  there.  I  will  not  say  it  was  not  so.  I  have  no 
recollection  of*  seeing  Mr.  Mulhall  in  that  connection.  At  any  rate, 
I  did  not  go. 

I  will  not  say  that  I  never  saw  Col.  Mulhall  in  1910.  He  may 
have  spoken  to  me  in  the  restaurant.  He  may  have  spoken  to  me  in 
the  corridor.  But  I  never  had  any  conversation  with  Mr.  Mulhall 
about  Mr.  Kendall's  attitude  toward  the  eight-hour  bill,  and  I  never 
invited  Mr.  Mulhall  to  go  to  Senator  DolTiver's  room,  and  I  never 
went  with  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Senator  DoUiver's  room,  nor  had  a  con- 
versation with  him  about  that  subject  or  any  other. 

Senator  DoUiver's  room  at  that  time  was  in  the  northeast  corner 
of  this  building,  and,  of  course,  if  I  were  going  toward  the  House 
I  could  not  have  been  going  to  Senator  DoUiver's  room.  There  is 
but  one  room  in  his  committee  assignment  of  space,  and,  of  course, 
I  could  not  have  taken,  and  did  not  take,  Mr.  Mulhall  into  any 
private  room,  inasmuch  as  there  was  no  private  room  there. 

Those  who  remember  that  room  at  that  time — I  do  not  know  its 
condition  now — ^will  recaU  that  along  the  back  part  of  it  there  was 
a  curtain,  which  I  never  saw  drawn,  but  which  might  be  drawn.  But 
there  is  no  private  room  connected  with  the  place. 

I  do  not  know  Mr.  Bird.  I  believe  I  never  heard  of  him  before 
this  investigation. 

I  have  no  recollection  whatever  of  Mr.  Mulhall  meeting  me  and 
attempting  to  get  my  views  upon  the  eight-hour  law  or  eight-hour 
movement.  My  position  upon  that  question  has  been  known  ever 
since  I  have  been  in  public  life.  I  have  always  been  for  an  eight- 
hour  day,  there  has  been  no  secret  about  it,  and  I  can  not  imagine 
that  I  would  be  at  all  disinclined  to  allow  Mr.  Bird  to  know  it. 

I  am  positive  with  regard  to  the  meeting  in  Senator  DoUiver's 
room.  It  seems  to  me  impossible  that  such  a  meeting  as  that  could 
have  occurred  and  left  no  impression  upon  my  memory.  I  can 
easily  understand  how  I  could  see  and  talk  with  Mr.  Mulhall  about  a 
general  subject,  or  about  an  invitation  to  IndianapoUs,  and  forget  it; 
but  it  does  not  seem  to  me  possible  that  I  could  forget  a  conversation 
such  as  he  has  described  occurring  in  Senator  DoUiver's  room. 

I  close  as  I  began,  by  saying  that  I  make  this  statement  not  because 
I  have  any  objection  to  what  Mr.  Mulhall  has  reported  with  regard 
to  myself,  which  states  a  position  that  is  well  known,  I  assume 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  say,  if  the  Senator  is  through,  I  would 
like  to  make  a  little  statement  before  the  committee.  I  want  to  state 
something  which  maybe  will  refresh  the  Senator's  recoUection  in 
regard  to  this  matter.    It  is  true  that  I  was  dressed  differently  then, 
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and  wearing  a  heavy  mustache,  but  I  want  to  call  attention  ^to  the 
fact  that  I  showed  the  Senator  a  list  that  I  was  carrying  with  me 
at  the  time,  or  a  book  that  had  been  written  by  Mr.  Emery,  from 
some  association,  a  large  organization  out  in  Iowa,  and  sent  to  Mr. 
Emery.  I  carried  that  list  or  I  carried  that  book  with  me,  and  later, 
after  leaving  you.  Senator,  Mr.  Kendall  was  here,  and  I  took  that 
book  to  Mr.  Kendall's  office,  and  Mr.  Kendall  kept  the  book,  and  later 
Mr.  Emery  on  several  occasions  wanted  me  to  get  that  book.  That 
book  was  given  to  me  for  the  purpose  of  showing  it  to  Mr.  Kendall, 
or  intimidating  Mr.  Kendall  from  making  that  speech.  I  am  ^tting 
tired  of  denials  that  are  made  here,  denials  by  men  high  in  the 
councils  of  the  Republican  Party  all  over  the  United  States. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  does  not  make  any  difference  whether  you . 
are  tired  or  not;  if  you  do  not  tell  the  truth  I  am  going  to  deny 
any  misstatements  you  make. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  was  not  anything  there  in  any  shape  or  Tbrm 
to  injure  you.  Senator. 

Senator  Cummins.  That  is  true.  So  far  as  the  circumstances  just 
mentioned  are  concerned,  instead  of  my  memory  being  refreshed  by 
what  Mr.  Mulhall  has  stated,  it  makes  me  even  more  certain  that  I 
never  had  heard  of  Mr.  Emery  at  that  time.  So  far  as  I  can  now 
recall,  I  never  saw  Mr.  Emery  until  he  appeared  before  the  subcom- 
mittee of  the  Committee  on  Interstate  Commerce  that  was  appointed 
to  make  an  investigation  as  to  the  trust  question  in  1911. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  did  not  understand  that  he  suggested 

Senator  Cummins.  He  said  he  presented  to  me  a  list  prepared  by 
Mr.  Emery.  I  simply  say  I  never  saw  or  heard  of  Mr.  Emery  until  he-, 
made  his  appearance  before  that  committee. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  have  in  any  sense  spoken  about  Mr.  Emery^ 
to  you,  Senator.  I  do  not  state  for  a  moment—or,  as  I  said  a  moment 
ago,  I  did  not  in  any  sense,  in  writing  this  report,  intend  in  any 
way,  shape,  or  form,  to  cast  any  reflection  upon  you.  I  only  want  to* 
say  to  you  now  that  I  Imow  just  as  well  as  I  am  a  witness  on  the 
stand  to-day  that  they  were  fighting  you  as  well  as  Mr.  Kendall, 
and  wanted  to  get  from  me  any  information  they  could  concerning; 
Mr.  Kendall. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  know  they  were  fighting  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  they  are  fighting  you.    They  fought  you  at: 
that  time,  and  they  fought  Mr.  Kendall  to  a  finish.    I  am  attempting 
in  no  sense  to  cast  any  reflection  on  Senator  Cummins,  but  I  am  doing 
the  best  I  can  for  the  future,  and  to  defend  myself. 

The  Chairman.  Let  us  go  on  to  the  next  letter. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  knew  they  put  Mr.  Kendall  out  of  the  running. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  know  that.  Mr.  Kendall  refused  to 
become  a  candidate  at  the  last  election. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  state  another  instance,  and  I  guess  if  you 
can  reach  Mr.  Kendall  he  will  bear  me  out.  When  he  was  appearing 
for  the  Lloyd  bill,  they  produced  another  list  that  Mr.  Emery  gave  to 
me  for  Mr.  Kendall's  perusal  on  that  occasion,  and  Mr,  Kenoall  did 
know  well  enough  that  they  were  after  him,  because  I  told  Mr. 
Kendall  on  that  occasion,  when  I  appeared  before  the- committee,  that 
if  he  made  a  speech  in  favor  of  the  Lloyd  bill  we  would  send  his- 
speech  out  to  all  those  different  organizations. 
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Senator  Reed.  Senator  Cummins,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  do  you  know 
anything  about  Speaker  Cannon  having  been  invited  over  to  this 
great  banquet? 
'  Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  remember  anything  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  It  would  have  been  somewhat  natural  for  you  at 
that  time,  would  it  not,  to  have  thought  that  any  special  honors  paid 
±6  Mr.  Cannon  were 

Senator  Cummins.  Not  at  all.  I  was  very  much  opposed  to  Mr. 
Cannon,  but  I  have  not  the  least  recollection  of  ever  complaining  or 
becoming  angry  because  Mr.  Cannon  was  invited  to  address  this  asso- 
citation.  The  truth  is  that  the  only  person  connected  with  the  mat- 
ter, with  any  association,  with  whom  I  ever  had  any  talk  about  tiie 
tariff  commission,  was  J.  B.  Cobb  of  Boston,  and  I  have  seen  him  a 
gireat  many  times  with  regard  to  the  tariff  commission  fi^ht. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  should  rather  assimie  that  if  you  said  anything 
about  this,  it  would  be  in  the  nature  of  strictures  that  you  passed 
upon  the  association. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  may  be.  I  will  not  say  that  is  not  so,  because 
for  any  association  which  desired  to  secure  a  tariff .  commission,  to 
invite  Joseph  G.  Cannon  to  address  it  would  seem  to  me  to  be  a  very 
ridiculous  performance,  as  he  has  been  a  consistent  enemy  of  a  tariff 
commission  ever  since  I  have  known  anything  about  the  subject. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  why  I  thought  that  would  be  the  course 
of  the  conversation. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  say  that  without  any  idea  of  disparaging  Mr. 
Cannon  in  any  way,  because  that  is  known  to  be  his  position.  I  do 
not  now  remember  to  have  heard  that  he  ever  was  invited  to  address 
this  association  on  that  subject. 

Senator  Walsh.  Not  on  that  subject,  but  apparently  he  was  the 
principal  speaker. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  no  recollection  whatever  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  All  of  us  talk  to  a  great  many  men  in  the  course  of 
a  year,  of  course. 

Senator  Cummins.  But  that  I  would  carry  about  in  my  pocket  for 
two  or  three  weeks,  or  a  week,  a  speech  of  Mr.  Cannon's,  in  order  to 
complain  about  it  to  some  one,  is  incredible  to  anyone  who  knows  me. 

Senator  Beed.  I  do  not  understand  the  witness  to  say  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  say  that  at  all.  I  simply  say  when  I  made 
that  report  you  did  speak  about  the  Cannon  speech,  Senator  Cum- 
mins. Mr.  Cannon's  speech  was  fully  reported  by  the  World  and  the 
New  York  American  and  other  papers  at  that  time,  and  it  was  just 
at  that  time,  on  the  25th — there  were  only  three  days  between  the  time 
of  the  banquet  and  the  time  that  I  state  in  my  report  that  I  met  you. 

Senator  Cummins.  It  may  be  that  I  criticized  the  speech  very 
often.     It  was  a  common  thing  with  me  to  criticize. 

Senator  Walsh.  Could  you  now  identify  this  room  to  which  you 
say  you  went,  Mr.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  As  the  Senator  describes  the  room,  I  remember 
certainly  where  Senator  DoUiver's  room  was.  I  believe  I  have  been 
in  his  room  on  two  or  three  occasions,  altogether.  I  am  -not  sure 
about  that  at  this  date,  but  I  know  that  when  the  Senator  speaks 
about  getting  an  invitation  to  the  convention  that  was  held  in  Indian- 
apolis on  the  16th,  I7th,  and  18th,  I  was  requested  by  Senator 
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Beveridge  not  to  extend  the  invitation  at  that  time  to  the  Senator, 
but  to  let  him  see  the  Senator  first. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  so  states. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  and  later  on,  as  I  said,  at  Mr.  Beveridge's 
request  I  did  deliver  the  invitation.  I  do  not  believe  I  am  mistaken 
in  that. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  do  not  say  that  is  not  true.  I  have  no  recol- 
lection of  it.  I  had  a  great  many  invitations  to  attend  that  meet- 
iiig,  And  I  wanted  very  much  to  attend  it.  Senator  Beveridge  pressed 
it  upon  me  very  earnestly. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  refer  to  the  location  of  this  room. 
Have  you  in  mind  now  the  room  referred  to,  in  the  extreme  northeast 
corner? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  have. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  that  the  room  to  which  you  went? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  it  was,  if  the  report  so  says.  I  say  this, 
that  I  am  not  as  clear  maybe  as  some  of  these  distinguished  gentle- 
men who  have  appeared  before  this  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  speaking  of  your  recollection,  now. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  on  that  subject  at  the  present  time. 
I  have  done  no  lobbying  work  for  the  pftst  19  months,  and  I  am  proud 
to  say  that  I  have  not. 

Senator  Eeed.  In  any  event  it  seems  that  Senator  Cummins's 
position  is  stated  in  this  letter  about  as  it  was,  and  it  would  have 
been  natural  for  him  to  criticize  any  association  that  paid  especial 
honors  to  Mr.  Cannon  at  that  time,  particularly  if  that  association 
professed  to  be  in  favor  of  a  tariflf  commission;  and  I  want  to  say 
here  that  there  is  not  a  thing  in  the  whole  letter  that,  to  me,  is  not 
in  accord  with  about  what  the  Senator's  public  attitude  has  been, 
but  that  does  not  bar  the  Senator  from  saying  that  he  has  no  recol- 
lection of  it,  or  that  it  never  took  place.  I  do  not  think  there  is 
anything  in  the  letter  to  reflect  on  Senator  Cummins.  I  think  it  is 
rather  to  his  credit  all  the  way  through. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  thought  at  the  time,  Senator,  that  Senator  Cum- 
mins's answer  was  to  his  credit,  when  he  stated  that  Mr.  Kendall 
could  take  care  of  himself,  that  he  was  apparently  at  that  time  not 
afraid  of  this  organization. 

Senator  Heed.  I  think  he  never  has  been,  very  much. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  record  shows  that  he  has  not ;  because  I  do  not 
believe  you  will  find  in  any  more  of  my  reports  where  those  people 
sought  you.  Senator  Cummins,  but  I  believe  if  you  will  inquire  later 
of  the  investigation  that  should  be  given  to  this  organization  you 
will  fiiid  that  they  chased  you  through  your  own  street. 

Senator  Cummins.  I  have  little  doubt  of  that. 

Senator  Reed.  3717-3735  is  a  long  letter  that  we  read. 

3736-3773  are  duplicates  of  3717-3735. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  we  should  take  a  recess  at  this  point. 

Senator  Beed.  Before  we  take  a  recess,  I  desire  to  read  in  connec- 
tion with  this  letter  the  next  document,  which  is  not  numbered,  and 
which  is  entitled  "  Eight-hour  bill  held  up."  It  is  a  part  of  that  letter 
or  an  inclosure.    It  is  as  follows : 

One  of  the  long-standing  aversions  of  House  leaders  is  against  the  bill  pro- 
viding that  every  Government  contract  shall  contain  a  provision  that  no  person 
flhaU  be  required  or  permitted  to  work  more  than  eight  hours  a  day  on  public 
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works  authorized  by  the  Government.  This  measure  has  been  pending  for 
many  years.  Action  on  it  has  been  prevented  by  various  opponents  of  the  bill*, 
on  occasion  breaking  a  quorum  by  leaving  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Labor^ 
before  which  the  measure  is  up  for  consideration. 

A  resolution  was  introduced  to-day  by  Representiitlve  Kendall,  of  Iowa,  an. 
insurgent,  discharging  the  Committee  on  Labor  from  further  consideration  of 
the  eight-hour  bill. 

**  I  have  assurances,"  said  Mr.  Kendall,  "  that  the  Rules  Committee  will  act 
favorably  on  my  resolution,  and  I  am  satisfied  if  I  can  get  the  bill  before  the* 
House  that  it  will  pass.  The  bill  has  been  in  committee  long  enough,  and  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  about  it.  I  propose  to  follow  this  measure  up  and  force 
action  on  it" 

Labor  unions  have  been  trying  to  force  action  on  the  eight-hour  bill  for  the 
last  15  years.  It  has  been  a  bone  of  contention  between  the  parties  in  the  House* 
during  that  period.  It  was  reported  in  the  Fifty-ninth  Congress,  but  failed  of 
passage.  Now  that  the  insurgents  are  taking  an  interest  in  the  measure,  the 
prospect  is  bright  for  a  bitter  debate  over  it  before  adjournment. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  not  numbered. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  newspaper  clipping.  The  paper 
is  not  indicated,  but  the  article  itself  appears  under  a  Washington 
headline.    That  is  the  article  which  I  show  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MxjLHAUi  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  So  that  it  is  a  fact,  apparently,  from  this  newspaper 
statement,  that  Mr.  Kendall  had  at  this  time  been  very  active  on  the: 
eiffht-hour  bill  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAU!/.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  made  a  speech  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Kendall  introduced  that  bill  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Hughes,  the  present  Senator  from  New 
Jersey. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  mark  that  8786-A. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  at  this  time  until  2.30  o'clock^ 

(Thereupon,  at  1.30  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee  took  a  recess, 
until  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.) 

afternoon  session. 

At  the  expiration  of  the  recess,  at  2.30  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommit- 
tee resumed  its  session. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  state  publicly,  so  that  the  newspaper  men 
may  get  it,  that  Mr.  James  E.  Watson  has  written  to  the  committee 
asking  that  he  be  heard,  as  he  has  some  Chautauqua  speeches  to  make. 
The  committee  wrote  him  that,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned,  they^ 
would  release  him  from  their  subpoena  and  he  could  go,  but  that  if  he 
desired  to  make  a  statement  in  answer  to  the  charges  made  against 
him  by  Mr.  Mulhall,  or  as  contained  in  this  correspondence,  he  could 
be  heard  when  we  close  with  Mr.  Mulhall,  at  his  convenience  and  at 
the  convenience  of  the  committee.  He  is  the  only  witness  who  haa 
been  released,  so  far  as  I  know. 

TESTIHONY  OF  UABTDT  MICHAEL  UTTLHALL— Kesiuned. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3774  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to» 
Schwedtman  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3197 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  addressed  "  Dear  Ferd.,"  and  down  in  the 
corner  addressed  "  Mr.  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman." 

The  Chairman.  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Beed.  I  want  to  read  it  because  it  has  something  to  do  with 
my  State. 

The  Chairman.  All  right ;  anything  about  your  State  may  go  in. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

Dear  Ferd.  :  I  received  this  morning's  copies  of  your  two  letters  to  Col.  Mul- 
hall,  and  I  had  lunch  with  him  today  and  showed  same  to  him,  as  the  originals 
have  not  been  forwarded  from  Baltimore  as  yet,  and  the  colonel  has  been  quite 
active  in  my  behalf.    He  snw  the  Speaker  today  and  is  going  to  see  ethers. 

I  was  rather  on  the  fence,  but  the  colonel,  in  his  persuasive  way,  has  gotten 
me  to  thinking;  in  other  words,  I  jim  sitting  up  now  and  taking  notice.  It  looks 
to  me  as  tliough  with  the  three  candidates  for  the  Democratic  nomination  that 
have  filed  there  is  going  to  be  some  sore  spots  that  we  can  take  advantage  of. 
Now.  I  don't  want  the  colonel  to  go  to  St.  Louis  Just  yet ;  in  fact,  if  I  do  get  into 
the  race  I  will  certainly  need  and  want  htm  there  later,  as  he  can  do  more  good 
then,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  convenient  for  hini  to  be  on  hand. 

I  certainly  appreciate  the  kindness  and  interest  of  both  yourself  and  the 
colonel,  and  I  will  decide  the  matter  In  the  next  few  days. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Let  me  look  at  that  letter  a  moment  again. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     [Handing  letter  to  witness.] 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Coudrey  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man,  which  he  gave  me  a  copy  of. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3776,  3776  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  part  of  it: 

The  Gardner  matter  Is  In  first-class  shape  again.  I  have  not  talcen  Senator 
Hemenway's  advice  to  write  to  Mr.  Watson.  I  shall  wait  until  I  see  Mr.  Wat- 
son in  Washington  before  doing  anything.  I  have  not  seen  Mr.  Emery  since 
Tuesday  evening  in  the  hotel,  so  It  appears  to  me  as  if  It  is  "  all  quiet  along  the 
Potomac"  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  Mri.iiALL.  That  is  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  Xo.  3777  is  a  letter  that  Schwedtman  sent  you? 
Mr.  MrLHATx.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 

I  am  afraid  that  you  have  misconstrued  my  correspondence  with  Mr.  Coudrey 
If  it  made  the  impression  upon  you  that  the  situatipn  in  his  district  was  good 
for  him.  It  is  anything  but  good,  and  I  am  a  little  bit  Inclined  to  believe  that 
it  would  be  the  best  policy  for  Mr.  Coudrey  to  refuse  to  run.  I  do  not  believe 
that  a  Republican  candidate  has  any  chance.  I  have  had  a  talk  with  a  man  way 
up  In  the  service  of  the  Globe-Democrat,  who  gives  no  encouragement  at  all,  and 
he  tells  me  that  there  Is  now  no  possibility  of  either  one  of  the  Democratic 
candidates  running  Independently.  This  is  practically  the  only  chance  that  a 
Kepubllcau  candidate  has  In  the  next  election,  and  I  think  that  Mr.  Coudrey 
would  do  well  to  throw  the  certainty  of  defeat  upon  some  other  candidate. 

Is  No.  3778,  addressed  "  My  Dear  Harry,"  and,  down  in  the  lower 
comer,  "  Hon.  Harry  M.  Coudrey,  Washington,  D.  C,"  a  copy  of  a 
letter  that  was  written  by  Schwedtman  to  Coudrey  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes;  and  a  copy  sent  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

I  have  your  letter  of  the  25th  and  your  telegram  of  the  27th.  I  also  have 
a  lengthy  letter  from  Col.  Mulhall.  I  have  answered  him  as  per  copy  attached 
and  I  want  to  say  to  you  that,  not  knowing  Mr.  Stifel,  I  have  asked  a  friend 
who  does  know  him  to  interview  him.     I  am  much  inclined  to  believe  that 
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neither  Mr.  Stlfers  support  nor  that  of  anyone  else  will  elect  a  Republican  in 
jour  district  the  coming  fall,  but  not  being  a  politician  I  am  naturally  no  expert 
on  matters  of  this  kind,  and  your  own  Judgment  will  have  to  be  the  basis  for 
action. 

« 

Is  3779-3784  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  sent  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  report  which  was  made? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  this  part  of  it  should  be  read : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  was  handed  the  following  written  statement : 

*'  The  sundry  civil  bill  now  before  the  House,  page  116,  at  the  end  of  bill,  on 
page  1S4 — Mr.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  has  an  amendment  on  the  8-hour  law 
to  be  offered;  every  effort  is  being  made  to  get  your  men  in  so  that  the  amend- 
ment can  be  defeated.  Notice  has  been  given  all  Republicans  to  be  on  hand  to 
vote  with  the  chairman,  Tawney,  against  same  going  into  the  bill.  I  will  look 
after  the  end  of  keeping  the  other  side  away." 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from  the 
House;  that  they  only  met  with  one*  severe  rebuff,  and  that  was  from  Mr. 
pughes,  of  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  Gompers's  stool-pigeon  and  active 
supporter  in  this  Congress,  and  one  of  the  men  who  put  up  this  late  job  and 
sprung  the  surprise  that  we  are  now  fighting. 

These  two  gentlemen  stated  that  when  they  went  to  Mr.  Hughes's  office  he 
insulted  them,  saying  that  he  had  already  learned  what  they  were  doing,  and 
he  would  advise  them,  if  they  were  friends  of  labor,  to  get  out  and  attend  to 
their  business  instead  of  interfering  with  his  work. 

A  moment  after  leaving  these  gentlemen  I  saw  the  whip  of  the  House,  Mr. 
Dwight,  and  Mr.  James  A.  Tawney,  of  the  first  Minnesota  district,  chairman 
of  the  Finance  Committee.  These  gentlemen  both  told  me  that  they  had  all 
arrangements  made  to  fight  the  scheme  of  the  Democrats  the  minute  they 
sprung  it  on  the  floor;  that  Mr.  Tawney  would  raise  a  point  of  order  on  all 
things  they  would  attempt  to  bring  up,  and,  besides,  they  had  notified  all  the 
Hepublicaiis  to  be  present  that  were  in  the  city,  and  they  were  positive  that 
they  would  block  the  game  that  was  going  on. 

1  remained  all  day  at  the  Capitol,  and  there  was  a  si)lendid  attendance  of 
Republicans.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  was  like  a  jumping  jack,  trying  to  get 
his  Democratic  friends  in,  and  at  the  closing  of  this  session  they  had  about 
reached  where  Hughes  intended  to  offer  his  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil 
service  bill,  but  the  House  adjourned  at  4.45  p.  m.,  and  this  closed  to  some  ex- 
tent the  fight  up  to  this  moment. 

From  4.45  p.  m.  and  the  balance  of  the  evening  I  was  engaged,  at  the  solici- 
tation of  the  whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  Dwight,  to  continue  driving  Members  in 
for  Saturday,  and  for  the  four  days  I  have  been  here  I  have  personally  seen 
myself  46  Members  of  the  House. 

On  Saturday  morning  I  continued  this  work,  working  through  the  House 
Office  Building  and  visiting  Members  that  had  not  been  in  the  House  on  Friday 
and  stating  to  them  the  imi)ortance  of  attending  the  House  on  Saturday  morning. 


Then,  skipping  a  part  of  it,  I  will  read  this : 


While  in  Mr.  Dwlght*s  office  I  met  there  the  Hon.  J.  Sloat  Fassett  and  J.  Van 
Vechten  Olcott,  of  the  fifteenth  New  York  district.  These  gentlemen  seemed  to 
be  very  dubious  about  the  source  of  my  information,  and  they  wanted  to  know 
if  I  was  sure  about  the  information  I  had  given  them  on  Wednesday  night  and 
Thursday  morning,  for  they  had  been  holding  several  prominent  Members  of 
Congress  here  for  the  last  two  days,  and  if  my  information  did  not  turn  out 
corre<*t  they  were  afraid  they  wouki  be  severely  censured.  I  told  Mr.  Fassett 
and  Mr.  Dwight  that  I  was  positive  of  my  information,  and  that  when  they 
reached  page  184  of  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  that  an  amendment  would  be 
offered  embodying  the  8-hour  bill. 

When  I  left  Mr.  Dwight's  office  it  was  about  11.30  a.  m.,  and  the  House  was 
called  at  12  m.  After  a  brief  session  of  the  House  it  went  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  and  15  minutes  after  the  House  was  in  session  there  was  a  roll 
call  showing  245  Members  present.     This  was  the  biggest  attendance  of  the 
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House  at  tills  time  of  the  year  for  a  great  number  of  years,  and  it  was  brought 
around  by  the  card  sent  out  by  the  whip  and  the  Information  I  had  given  and 
by  the  work  that  has  been  done  here  for  the  past  two  days,  for  even  the  leading 
Members  of  the  House  were  in  doubt  up  to  the  last  momenr  that  the  informa- 
tion I  have  given  was  strictly  correct. 

This,  in  some  measure,  would  explain  why  Mr.  Emery  and  Judge  Davenport 
had  no  idea  of  the  crisis  which  was  on  for  the  last  few  day*,  for  even  the  lead- 
ing Members  of  the  House  did  not  know  really  what  the  situation  was,  and  if 
it  was  not  for  the  information  given  me  by  a  prominent  Democrat  from  Mary- 
land, and  confirmed  by  prominent  labor  workers  here  in  the  city,  the  surprise 
would  have  been  sprung  that  was  planned  by  the  Democrats  and  the  laborites, 
and  the  eight-hour  law  would  have  been  a  rider  on  the  sundry  civil  service  bill 
by  a  big  majority. 

There  was  a  vicious  fight  on  the  floor  for  over  two  hours  and  a  half  to-day. 
It  was  led  on  the  Democratic  side  by  N.  E.  Kendall,  of  the  sixth  Iowa  district, 
a  mouthpiece  of  Senator  Cummins,  in  the  House,  and  by  Mr.  Hughes,  of  the 
sixth  New  Jersey  district;  T.  D.  Nichols,  of  the  tenth  Pennsylvania  district, 
late  president  of  the  Miners'  Union  in  the  anthracite  coal  regions;  and  by 
William  B.  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania  district,  late  national  secre- 
tary of  the  Miners'  I'nion.  The  debate  lasted  for  about  two  hours  and  a 
half,  and  it  was  one  of  the  prettiest  fights  made  on  the  fioor  of  the  House  for 
a  number  of  years,  several  Republicans  replying  to  the  Democrats,  led  by  James 
A.  Tawney,  of  the  first  Minnesota  district,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

The  first  vote  taken  on  the  bill  showed  the  Democrats  were  in  the  minority. 
The  vote  was  upon  sustaining  the  Chair  on  a  decision  given  by  Mr.  Mann,  of 
Illinois,  who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole.  The  vote  was  61 
for  the  eight-hour  bill  and  99  against  it,  our  side  winning  by  38  votes. 

After  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  got  out  of  the  committee  I  had  a  long  Inter- 
view with  the  whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  Dwight.  He  certainly  did  some  splendid 
work  upon  this  bill.  After  the  Republicans  and  Democrats  both  understood 
what  bill  was  upon  the  fioor,  the  eight-hour  bill,  there  were  a  number  of  them 
who  did  not  want  to  go  on  record  and  left  the  fioor  of  the  House.  Mr.  Dwight 
informed  me  that  he  encouraged  all  the  Democrats  he  could  to  leave  the  floor, 
getting  nine  Democrats  off  of  the  floor  himself,  and  did  everything  he  possibly  • 
could  to  hold  the  Republicans  present.  ,  This,  in  a  measure,  gave  us  the  good- 
sized  majority  we  received. 

I  am  extremely  sorry  to  report  that  when  I  came  here  on  Wednesday  night 
and  on  Thursday  morning  I  lost  four  hours  trying  to  flnd  Mr.  Emery,  on  the 
afternoon  of  that  day.  and  while  trying  to  locate  him,  the  Democrats  in  the 
House,  headed  by  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  while  there  was  a  very  small  attend- 
ance, sprang  an  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  service  bill,  which  was  under 
consideration,  arranging  it  so  that  no  money  which  would  be  appropriated  this 
year  for  the  antitrust  law  (the  Sherman  bill)  could  be  used  in  enforcing  that 
law  in  the  prosecution  of  labor  unions.  The  amendment  offered  by  Hughes  ex- 
empted all  labor  unions  from  the  law,  or,  in  other  words,  no  otficer  of  the  Gov- 
ernment could  use  any  money  appropriated  to  enforce  this  law  against  labor 
unions.  There  only  voted  on  this  measure  49  Members — 24  against  and  25 
for — so  that,  as  I  stated  before,  if  I  had  lost  no  time  it  would  have  been  easy ; 
instead  of  having  a  majority  of  one  against  us,  there  would  have  been  a  large 
majority  for  us. 

Besides  this,  on  the  Senate  side  they  put  as  a  rider  on  the  railway  rate  bill 
the  Overman  injunction  bill.  I  know  that  Mr.  Emery  will  fully  explain  this 
matter  to  you  folks,  and  I  feel  i)osltlve,  with  a  few  days*  good  work  here, 
jaatters  can  be  straightened  out. 

I  feel  greatly  elated  over  this  victory ;  In  the  short  time  we  had  to  offset  the 
work  that  has  been  going  on  here  for  two  weeks  by  the  Democrats  and  their 
allies,  the  labor  unions.  I  have  received  congratulations  from  Judge  Davenport, 
giving  me  full  credit  for  winning  this  fight.  Mr.  Emery  also  has  been  very  kind 
in  stating  that  the  victory  has  been  entirely  mine.  I  have  also  received  con- 
gratulations from  several  Members  of  the  House,  among  them  Speaker  Cannon, 
who  shook  my  hand  very  heartily  right  after  the  House  adjourned,  stating 
that  It  was  a  very  pretty  fight  and  nicely  handled.  Mr.  Dwight  and  Mr.  Fassett 
and  others  were  very  hearty  in  their  congratulations,  so  I  close  this  report, 
stating  that,  with  a  few  days'  pood  work  next  week  and  careful  watching  for 
the  balance  of  the  session  of  this  Congress,  we  will  come  through  this  long 
session  complete  victors  nn  the  measures  we  have  been  contending  for. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  want  to  correct  that  report  as  to  one  item.  In- 
stead of  "  Maryland,"  say  "  Illinois." 

That  information  was  given  to  me  by  Mr.  McDermott  of  Illinois, 
through  his  secretary,  and  the  note  is  still  in  existence,  in  his  secre- 
tary's handwriting. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  another  discrepancy 
here,  in  speaking  about  Mr.  Tawney.  You  speak  of  Mr.  Tawney  as 
chairman  of  the  Finance  Committee.  They  have  no  Finance  Com- 
mittee in  the  House.  The  corresponding  committee  of  the  House  is 
the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means,  and  Mr.  Tawney  was  at  that 
time  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Appropriations. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  strictly  correct,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  state  here  that  he  was  chairman  of  the 
Finance  Committee. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  want  to  say,  Senator,  that  I  dictated  all  my  re- 
ports generally  to  a  stenographer,  and  very  seldom  signed  them.  I 
did  not  have  time  to  sign  them,  and  some  of  those  reports  I  have  not 
had  time  to  look  over  until  I  hear  them  now.  Even  in  Mr.  Emery's 
office  a  great  many  of  my  reports  were  signed  by  Mr.  Emery's  clerks, 
which  I  did  not  have  time  to  sign  and  correct. 

Senator  Reed.  These  reports  are  somewhat  lengthy.  What  was 
your  custom  about  making  them  up?  Did  you  make  them  up  on 
each  evening,  or  did  you  sometimes  run  for  several  days,  and  then 
from  memory  would  you  dictate  and  have  it  taken  down  and  tran- 
scribed? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes;  I  let  the  report  sometimes  run  four  or  five 
days  at  a  time  when  there  was  a  very  active  fight — when  we  were 
very  active  here  on  matters  of  that  kind.  The  reports  sometimes  run 
three  or  four  or  five  days.  I  always  dictated  my  reports  in  short- 
hand, and  then  if  I  was  too  busy,  and  as  a  rule,  the  stenographer 
signed  them. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  take  a  memorandum  as  you  went  along? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  generally  kept  a  memorandum. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  those  memoranda? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  I  have,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  a  memorandum  of  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  for  a  certainty. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  you  have,  produce  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  language : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  was  handed  the  following  written  statement: 

"The  sundry  civil  bill  now  before  the  House,  page  116,  at  the  end  of  bill, 
on  page  1S4 — Mr.  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  has  an  amendment  on  the  eight-liour 
law  to  be  offered;  every  effort  Is  being  made  to  get  your  men  In  so  that  the 
amendment  can  be  defeated.  Notice  has  been  given  all  Republicans  to  be  on 
hand  to  vote  with  the  chairman,  Tawney.  against  same  going  into  the  bill.  I 
will  look  after  the  end  of  keeping  the  other  side  away." 

Senator  Nelson.  What  page  is  that  on? 

Senator  Reed.  On  sheet  17  XJ  of  the  galley  proof  of  these  ^lulhall 
letters. 

Who  ffave  you  that  note? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott's  secretary,  Mr.  Mcilichael,  handed 
me  the  note,  coming,  as  he  said,  from  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  the  same  McMichael  letter  referred  to  in  the 
letter  of  James  A.  Emery  of  May  24,  1910,  numbered  3716? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  your  further  attention  to  a  part  of 
this  letter  that  has  just  been  read; 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from 
the  House. 

Who  were  these  two  men? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Gibson  was  one,  and  I  am  not  sure  whether  he 
liad  Mr.  Ellsworth  with  him  at  that  time  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  Mr.  Gibson? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  an  employee  of  the  Census  Bureau.  I 
lielped  to  keep  him  there.  He  was  prominent  in  labor  politics  in 
Maryland. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  to  say  that  you  got  him  an  appoint- 
ment in  the  Census  Office  over  here,  and  that  then  after  getting  that 
appointment* you  used  him  here  in  the  House  of  Representatives? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Frequently,  sir ;  on  all  occasions  when  I  needed  him. 

The  Chairman.  They  were  detailed  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  they  know  the  purpose,  or  did  they  not  ?  Wlien 
I  say  "  they  "  I  mean  the  men  in  charge. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  asked  to  have  him  let  off. 

Senator  Nelson.  Whom  did  you  ask? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  The  chief  of  the  bureau — of  that  division.  Mr. 
Ellsworth,  the  party  he  was  working  under,  was  chief  of  that 
division. 

The  Chairman.  Ellsworth  is  the  man  that  is  spoken  of  in  all  of 
this  correspondence  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Where  you  tried  to  get  him  appointed? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  got  him  promoted.  I  guess  it  was  not  an 
appointment,  because  he  came  from  another  State. 

The  Chairman.  Transferred  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  am  not  sure  whether  he  was  transferred  or 
not,  but  there  was  a  good  deal  of  correspondence  on  that  promotion, 
also  telegrams. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  the  expression  that  Hughes 
was  "  Gompers's  stool  pigeon  "? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  certainly  meant  what  I  said  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  llughes  was  Gompers's  stool  pigeon? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  at  that  time  he  seemed  to  act  with  Gompers 
and  Hart. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  you  mean  by  that  expression? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  do  noit  mean  "stool  pigeon."  I  mean  that 
he  acted  always  with  Mr.  Gompers  and  with  the  labor  movement. 
That  is  a  mild  expression.  Senator,  if  you  will  read  some  of  the 
circulars  that  they  sent  out,  where  they  called  laborers  murderers 
and  Klu-klux  clan,  and  such  distinguished  gentlemen  as  on  my 
left 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  understand  that  the  Senator  was  taking 
anv  exception  to  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  know  how  the  Senator  was  taking  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  I  take  all  things  in  a  Christian  spirit. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Or  in  a  political  sense. 
Senator  Reed.  3785-3790  are  duplicates  of  8779-3784? 
3791-3798  is  a  copy  of  a  statement  of  an  account  that  you  sent  this 
association,  is  it? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  What  is  this  item? 

May  2.  Paid  to  oue  party  worker  in  adyance  to  do  campaign  work  in  the 
second  Xew  Jersey  district  and  gather  information  in  the  labor  unions,  $20. 

Who  was  that? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  That  was  one  of  Mr.  Feeney's  men — ^Mr.  Feeney,  of 
Philadelphia.    He  generally  handled  that  work  for  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  give  the  money  to  Mr.  Feeney  or  to  these 
men? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  always  paid  Mr.  Feeney,  and  he  paid  his  men. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  other  item  that  I  desire  to  call  atten- 
tion to :  / 

May  6.  Paid  to  one  party  worker,  member  of  Steam  Hoisters*  Union,  balance 
for  one  week's  work  in  second  New  Jersey  district,  $20. 

Who  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAxx,.  I  think  that  is  Michael  Collins,  another  Feeney 
adherent  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  it  to  him  directly  or  to  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  paid  it  to  Mr.  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  under  date  of  May  14,  you  have  this  charge : 

May  14.  Paid  to  two  party  workers,  $80. 

To  whom  was  that  paid? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  About  that  time  I  was  giving  considerable  money 
to  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  mean  that  the  $80  was  paid  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  mean  to  say  that  a  part  of  it  might  be  paid 
to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  to  Mr.  McDermott  or  to  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  mean  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Walsh.  For  your  information,  Colonel,  I  would  say  that 
the  items  run  in  this  way : 

Mny  12.  Transportation  from  Atlantic  City  to  Vineland;  from  Vinclnnd  to 
Philndelpliia  by  mileage  for  two. 
May  32.  Supper  in  Philadelphia. 
13.  Dinner  in  Phila. 

13.  Supi)er  in  Phila. 

14.  Brealvfast  in  Phila. 

14.  Paid  to  two  party  worlcers. 

14.  Room  with  bath  at  Hotel  Walton,  two  nights. 

14.  Dinner  in  Philat 

Mr.  Muluall.  As  I  stated  before,  I  did  not  make  up  these  ac- 
counts.   A«i  a  rule,  however,  I  knew  where  the  monej  went. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  the  connection  to  which  I  invite  your  atten- 
tion.    Does  that  help  your  recollection? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes;  I  would  say  Mr.  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  $80  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  Mr.  Feenev. 
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Senator  Nelson.  This  same  Feeney? 

Mr.  MuLHAij^.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  here: 

Paid  to  two  party  workers,  etc. 

That  is  not  true  then?  You  paid  it  to  one  party  worker,  Mr. 
Feeney  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  With  the  understanding  that  the  other  party 
worker  was  in  the  district. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  Mr.  Feeney  was  turning  it  over  to  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  felt  positive,  because  the  results  were  good  on 
that  occasion ;  and  as  long  as  the  results  were  good  I  did  not  go  into 
the  details  as  to  where  the  money  went. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3799  is  a  letter  to  Bird  from  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes;  that  is  a  letter  that  I  sent 
to  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant,  I  think,  except  that  it  asks  for 
money,  although  the  previous  account  shows  that  you  had  been  get- 
ting a  good  deal  of  money. 

Jso.  3800  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  portion  of  that : 

I  have  your  letter  of  June  4  and  your  reports  attached  thereto.  The  same 
mail  brings  me  a  report  from  Mr.  Emery,  In  which  he  speaks  in  the  highest 
terms  of  your  particular  work  in  connection  with  these  recent  plots  of  our 
adversaries.  To  Mr.  Emery's,  Mr.  Xvlrby's,  and  Mr.  Bird's  congratulations  I 
add  mine.    Keep  up  the  good  work,  and  let  me  hear  from  you  often. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  bring  up  that  other  bill,  Senator  Reed? 
Senator  Reed.  Yes;  I  am  bringing  it  up  now.     Is  3801,  3802  a  copy 
of  a  statement  sent  by  you  to  this  association? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  In  this  account  there  is  an  item  as  follows: 

May  28.  Paid  to  two  party  workers  to  do  campaign  work  in  the  second 
New  Jersey  district  and  gathering  information  in  the  labor  unions,  for  salary 
and  expenses,  $80. 

Who  were  those  men? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  same  gentleman  I  mentioned  a  moment 
ago,  Mr.  Feeney,  and  it  might  be  Mr.  Collins  who  was  with  Mr. 
Feeney  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nei^on.  You  paid  the  money  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  whom  he  employed  then  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  in  a  sense.  I  met  the  gentleman  in  the  cam- 
paign. 

Senator  Nelson.  Whom  was  he  employing? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr..  Collins,  I  believe,  was  one  of  them  at  that 
time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  a  laboring  man? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  Mr.  Feeney  also? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  what  unions  did  they  belong? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  One  to  the  Elevator  Erectors'  Union  and  one  to 
the  Hoisting  Engineers'  Union. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  same  item  appears  three  times  in  your  ac- 
count ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  run  behind  in  their  accounts.  They  were  not 
able  to  reach  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  a  fourth  time  in  the  preceding  account  under 
date  of  May  14.  It  appears  under  dates  of  May  14,  May  21,  May  28, 
and  the  5th  of  June — at  intervals  of  just  one  week. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  say  that  Mr.  Collins  has  made  an  affidavit  to 
that  effect. 

Senator  Reed.  They  come  every  week? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  at  the  rate  of  $40  a  week. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  Feeney? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  the  money  to  Feeney,  and  he  was  your 
go-between  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3803  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Bird,  and  is  un- 
important. 

No.  3804  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Schwedtman,  and  is  unimportant. 

3805,  3806  is  a  qopy  of  a  letter  to  Kirby,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  much  of  that  letter : 

Things  have  gone  our  way  very  much  for  the  past  two  days.  We  have  glveu 
a  great  deal  of  pubUcity  to  the  latest  scheme  of  the  Democrats  on  the  House 
side,  nnd  there  are  remaining  in  Washington  a  large  number  of  prominent 
Republicans,  on  both  Senate  and  House  side,  ready  for  any  surprise  that 
the  Democrats  can  spring  relating  to  labor  legislation. 

The  note  that  I  received  from  a  Maryland  friend  of  the  House,  which  I 
showed  you  in  Mr.  Emery's  office  on  Wednesday,  was  handed  to  the  whip 
of  the  House,  and  he  sent  copies  of  it  to  a  large  number  of  leading  Republicans 
on  the  House  side. 

Besides  this  we  have  used  some  of  the  floor  officials  of  the  House  to  spread 
the  information  we  want  given  out,  so  we  have  made  it  almost  imi)08sible  for 
the  Democrats  to  be  in  majority  on  the  floor  of  the  House  for  some  time  to 
come,  and  this  will  block  their  schemes. 

I  am  extremely  proud  to  report  that  the  antitrust  law  (the  Sherman  Act) 
stands  complete  again,  and  the  clause  put  in  by  Hughes,  of  New  Jersey,  on 
the  2d  instant,  has  been  eliminated  by  a  decisive  vote  on  the  floor  of  the 
Senate  yesterday,  between  4  and  5  p.  m. 

There  was  a  very  pretty  fight  made  by  Senator  Bacon,  of  Georgia,  to  keep 
tbe  Hughes  amendment  intact,  supported  by  a  number  of  leading  Democrats, 
and  on  the  Republican  side  Mr.  Hey  burn,  of  Idaho,  led  the  fight  to  strike  out 
the  Hughes  amendment  to  that  bill  and  beat  the  Democrats  34  to  16. 

There  was  splendid  work  done  by  both  Ohio  Senators  in  our  favor;  also 
one  of  the  Senators  from  West  Virginia,  Senator  Hale  of  Maine,  and  others. 
So  it  appears  now  that  the  Sherman  Act  will  stand  better  than  it  has  ever 
stood  before,  so  this  leaves  us  at  the  close  of  this  week  largely  the  victors  of 
what  we  have  been  contending  for,  with  the  laborltes  in  very  bad  shape. 

Senator  Eeed.  This  was  in  1910.  Can  anyone  tell  me  who  were 
the  Senators  from  West  Virginia  in  1910? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I  think  they  were  Senator 
Elkins  and  Senator  Scott. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Senator  Elkins  was  dead  at  that  time,  was  he  not? 

Senator  Nelson.  The  railroad  bill  was  reported  by  him  in  June, 

1910. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3807  is  another  letter  from  Kirby  to  you,  is  it 

not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes, 
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Senator  Eeed.  I  want  to  read  that.     It  is  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  That  there  may  be  no  further  mlnnnderstanding  or 
controversy  with  respect  to  the  Instructions  you  shall  receive  or  from  whom 
you  shall  receive  them,  I  have  arranged  with  Mr.  Bird  to  assume  comi)lete 
and  absolute  charge  over  your  movements  and  work  as  the  same  relates  to 
association  matters,  and  after  receipt  of  this  letter  you  will  therefore  please 
report  to  and  receive  your  Instructions  from  him.  He  will  Instruct  you  as  to 
the  character  of  reports  to  be  made  to  him,  and  which  are  to  be  made  to  no 
one  else,  except  as  be  may  direct. 

I  am  strongly  Impressed  with  the  unwisdom  of  too  much  letter  writing  about 
matters  of  a  confidential  nature,  having  just  passed  through  an  experience 
which  clearly  demonstrated  to  me  the  danger  of  too  free  written  expression 
on  matters  that  should  be  carefully  guarded  and  not  subjected  to  the  scrutiny 
of  those  who  ought  not  be  conversant  with  them.  This  precaution  is  necessary 
to  guard  against  leaks,  which  would  be  apt  to  destroy  the  confidence  imposed 
in  you  and,  as  a  consequence,  your  usefulness  also. 

I  think  you  will  agree  with  me  on  this  matter  and  that  you  will  be  glad  to 
be  relieved  of  the  thought  that  I  expect  any  written  reports  from  you.  I  will 
be  kept  Informed  of  what  is  going  on  without  danger  of  leakage.  Of  course 
I  do  not  mean  that  you  are  not  to  write  to  me,  for,  while  I  wish  you  to  report 
as  Mr.  Bird  shall  direct  you.  I  shall  be  pleased  to  hear  from  you  occasionally 
as  the  spirit  moves  you  to  write  me  a  social  letter. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Senator  Reed,  I  would  like  to  explain  what  caused 
that  letter,  if  I  may  be  permitted. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  About  that  time,  or  before  I  got  that  letter,  I  was 
called  to  the  New  York  office,  and  in  the  president's  room  that  they 
have  there,  or  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Kirby,  I  was  given  at  least  a  two 
hours'  interview,  or,  in  fact,  I  was  brought  over  there  to  try  to  be  won 
over  to  certain  matters  that  Mr.  Kirby  felt  would  be  for  the  safety  of 
the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  What  organization? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  It  was  that  this  organization,  my  work,  and  the 
field  work  and  evervthing,  should  come  under  one  head;  that  it 
should  come  under  Mr.  Emery's  head.  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  went  over 
these  matters  for  a  long  period  of  time  in  the  room  o-n  that  occasion, 
and  we  did  not  agree  up  to  the  noon  hour.  I  practically  told  Mr. 
Kirby  that  before  I  would  do  that  I  would  quit  the  service,  and  also 
gave  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  to  understand  that  I  would  not  stand  for  any 
more  strike  work  or  going  into  any  more  strike-breaking  enterprises. 
Furthermore,  I  told  Mr.  Kirby  this  row  between  Mr.  Emery  and.  I, 
about  the  thing  reported,  that  was  just  read  before  the  adjournment 
at  noon  hour — I  told  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  this,  that  I  would  not  go  home 
and  look  my  wife  in  the  face  and  take  orders  from  Mr.  Emery,  be- 
cause I  had  never  seen  a  more  subservient  tool  to  ])eople  of  that 
stripe  in  my  life  than  what  Mr.  Emery  was.  They  adjourned  about 
noontime,  and  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  me  to  go  out  and  take  dinner  with 
him.  That  I  flatly  refused  to  do.  I  would  rather  eat  alone.  Then 
he  said  to  go  out  and  think  it  over  "and  we  will  meet  again  at  2 
o'clock."  I  went  out  and  I  came  back  at  2  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Kirbv 
wanted  to  know  if  T  had  changed  my  mind.  I  said  I  had  not,  that  I 
would  leave  the  service  before  I  would  put  in  the  hands  of  Mr. 
Emery,  which  I  knew  he  would  not  be  capable  of  doing 

Senator  Walsh.  Really,  Col.  Mulhall,  those  controversies  between 
you  and  those  gentlemen  are  not  important  here. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  only  want  to  say  that  from  that  time  my  influence 
with  this  organization  began  to  wane — from  the  time  of  this  gum 
shoeing  that  I  am  talking  about.    That  started  from  that  day  on. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  told  enough  to  express  the  idea. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  stop  if  the  Senators  are  tired  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  getting  nervous  and  uneasy  because 
you  thought  you  were  going  to  lose  your  job? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  I  oflFered  to  give  the  job  up  twice  before  that, 
and  was  coaxed  and  cajoled  to  stay  with  these  people,  and  you  will 
find  letters  to  that  effect,  if  you  will  read  them  up. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letters  clearly  show  that  fact. 

Senator  Reed.  But  if  I  understand  you,  you  felt  this  dissatisfac- 
tion, and  you  had  a  talk  about  that  with  Mr.  Kirby;  and  as  a  result 
of  that  talk,  or  following  that  talk,  this  letter  of  June  13  was  writ- 
ten ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  for  the  purpose  of  having  more  secrecy  and 
less  letter  writing  and  to  go  back  to  the  gum-shoe  business  of  1907, 
befoj-e  the  Van  Cleave  rule.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was 
decent  and  he  fought  decent. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  all  stated  before.  Let  us  get  on  with 
the  letters. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  only  want  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  press 
why  there  was  no  more  strikes  and  why  I  stopped  participating  in 
strikes  after  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3808  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed..  No.  3809  is  unimportant,  I  think. 

No.  3810  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that: 

We  have  been  extremely  busy  until  the  present  moment,  but  expect  the  fight 
to  be  over  about  the  last  of  this  week;  so  hoping  then  to  have  more  time  to 
write  you  more  fully  and  seek  yonr  aid  in  the  field  work.  I  expect  to  be  com- 
pelled to  go  to  Minnesota  for  a  few  days  to  do  some  work  in  Mr.  Tawney's 
district,  so  if  it  is  not  too  far  out  of  my  wav  I  will  try  to  come  to  St.  Louis 
to  have  a  talk  with  you. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  go  to  Minnesota  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  I  saw  Mr.  Tawney,  and  Mr.  Tawney  did  not 
want  me  out  there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3811  is  another  letter  from  Schwedtman,  which 
I  think  is  unimportant. 

Is  3812,  3813  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter : 

I  jini  just  writing  a  brief  letter,  so  you  will  know  what  has  taken  place  here 
for  the  Inst  few  days.  Things  are  shaping  up  in  a  first-class  way,  as  far  as  we 
are  concerned.  The  railroad  bill  will  be  reiwrted  to  both  Houses  to-morrow 
out  of  conference,  and  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  we  exi>ect  will  be  reported 
out  of  conference  Thursday  or  Friday. 

The  principal  fight  we  have  got  to  make  now  will  be  to  hold  Members 
enough  here  to  kill  the  Hughes  amendment  to  the  sundry  civil  service  bUl 
when  it  conies  to  the  House,  for  that  is  the  one  effort  that  the  labor  unioDS 
are  trying  to  make — to  have  the  Hughes  amendment  retained  in  that  bill — and 
Instruct  the  conferees  of  the  House  to  disagree  with  the  Senate  upon  this 
measure. 
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I  had  a  long  talk  yesterday  wltb  several  of  the  leading  Members  of  the 
House,  and  they  stated  that  our  work  should  be  along  that  line — ^to  get  as  many 
Democrats  as  we  possibly  could  away  and  to  hold  as  many  Republloans  as  we 
possibly  can. 

I  am  extremely  anxious  to  hear  from  you,  and  I  would  like  very  much  to 
have  you  send  me  a  set  of  the  credentials,  such  as  Mr.  Van  Cleave  gave  me,  in 
the  very  near  future.  Certainly  I  could  not  use  Mr.  Van  Cleave's  letter  in 
visiting  any  friends,  so  for  that  reason  I  am  like  a  ship  without  a  compass. 
I  have  nothing  to  show  to  confidential  friends  what  my  relations  with  our 
organization  are. 

I  had  a  splendid  meeting  yesterday  with  the  chairman  of  the  Republican 
national  congressional  committee,  and  he  will  ^ve  me  a  strong  le'ter  of  cre- 
dentials, such  as  Mr.  Sherman  gave  me  when  he  was  chairman  of  that  com- 
mittee two.  years  ago.  There  are  many  calls  for  our  aid  in  different  sections, 
and  I  feel  that  when  Congress  adjourns  there  can  be  one  month's  splendid  work 
In  the  field  that  will  hold  for  us  a  host  of  friends. 

I  am  getting  splendid  reports  from  the  Gardner  district,  and  some  of  them 
I  have  shown  to  Mr.  Gardner,  which  have  pleased  him  very  much. 

I  expect  at  the  last  of  this  week  I  will  be  able  to  get  away  from  here.  Mr. 
Emery  informs  me  that  he  will  leave  here  Wednesday  night,  and  will  be  gono 
for  a  day  or  two,  so  by  Saturday  morning  next  I  am  anxious  to  leave,  so  that 
I  can  look  after  some  of  the  work  that  is  going  on  in  Jersey. 

We  expect  Congress  to  adjourn  now  about  a  week  from  Saturday,  or  two 
weeks  at  the  most,  and  as  I  stated  before,  in  the  forepart  of  this  letter,  we 
are  doing  all  we  possibly  can,  through  Democratic  friends,  to  get  the  Hughes 
and  Gompers  voles  out  of  town. 

The  Chairman.  You  say  you  were  using  some  Democratic  friends 
to  pet  the  Hughes  and  Gompers  votes  out  of  town? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  by  saying  that  phrase  I  am  quoting  the 
whip  of  the  House,  Mr.  Dwight. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  Xo.  3814,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Wamh.  That  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  3815,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  Mr. 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Waij3H.  I  read  one  sentence: 

« 

I  have  your  letter  of  the  10th  instant.  Suffice  It  to  say  that  I  am  joyously 
pleased  with  its  contents.  A  let'er  from  Mr.  Emery,  detailing  the  fight  In  the 
Seojite  over  the  Iluphes  amendment  is  also  very  encouraging.  Keep  up  the 
poofl  work.    The  session  will  end  very  soon,  and  then  for  a  breathing  spell. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3816  is  a  tele^am. 

Senator  Wai^h.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  telegram  sent  by  you  to  Mr. 
Emery,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  reads  as  follows: 

For  past  two  days  new  fight  started  on  eight-hour  bill.  Democrats  signed 
call  to  have  Labor  Conunitteo  meet.  Executive  session  held  from  11  to  12  this 
morning.    We  again  won  the  figbt.    Everything  else  looking  all  rigbt. 

The  Chairman.  Xo.  8817  is  unimportant. 

The  next  is  No.  3818,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  a  letter  froni  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Wai^h.  I  read  this  part  of  the  letter : 

Mr.  Fairchild  showed  me  a  letter  from  you  asking  me  to  help  out  in  his  dis- 
trict. I  shall  be  glad  to  ct)nsult  you  about  this  and  several  other  districts  that 
they  wish  our  aid  in.  so  I  will  do  my  best  to  come  over  on  Monday,  providing 
that  Mr.  Emery  feels  that  it  is  safe  for  me  to  go. 

I  s^ent  in  an  expense  account  by  si)ecial  delivery  this  morning,  and  I  hope  you 
will  hurry  it  over  to  me,  as  I  need  cash  pretty  bad. 

The  following  telegram  was  sent  to  Mr.  Emery : 
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And  then  follows  the  telegram,  which  is  No.  3816. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  the  witness  whether  3819-3821  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  he  sent  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes^  sir. 

(At  this  point  the  witness  by  permission  temporarily  withdrew 
from  the  stand  and  left  the  room.) 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  a  part  of  .this  letter: 

I  got  tips  who  to  see  on  the  committee,  and  visited  most  of  the  Republicans, 
besides  th*  Democratic  member  from  Maryland,  and  as  soon  as  the  committee 
got  into  session  the  Republicans  agreed  to  start  a  debate  upon  the  different 
bills,  taking  up  the  full  hour,  without  giving  the  Democrats  any  bhance  to  do 
business  upon  the  eight-hour  bill. 

I  saw  Mr.  Madison,  of  Kansas,  yesterday  evening,  and,  with  the  aid  of  myself 
and  some  friends,  we  won  him  over  our  way ;  and,  Instead  of  being  against  us 
to-day,  he  gave  an  extended  talk  on  prison-labor  matters,  taking  up  a  good  deal 
of  the  time  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  Gardner  stated  to  me  after  the  meeting  was  over  that  he  gave  as  much 
time,  as  he  possibly  could  to  all  Republicans,  recognizing  them  at  every  oppor- 
tunity, so  the  only  matters  that  they  were  able  to  consider  during  the  hour  the 
committee  was  in  session  was  the  Sulzer  bill  for  a  labor  bureau,  and  that  was 
again  referred  back  to  the  subcommittee  with  instructions  to  draw  a  new  bill, 
so  this  action  completely  kills  that  bill  at  this  session,  and  the  only  business 
that  was  done  before  the  committee  was  that  the  full  committee  agreed  to 
report  out  ovie  of  the  prison-labor  bills.  • 

Mr.  Nicbolls,  of  Pennsylvania,  made  a  motion  to  take  up  the  eight-hour  bill, 
but  Mr.  Taylor,  of  Ohio,  made  a  motion  to  adjourn,  stating  that  it  was  12 
o'clock ;  and  a  motion  to  adjourn  was  put  and  carried,  Nicholls  not  having  time 
to  even  get  a  second  toward  a  motion  to  take  action  on  the  eight-hour  bill;  so 
this  completely  kills  that  bill  before  the  committee,  afi  the  committee  will  not 
meet  again  at  this  session. 

I  can  not  praise  Mr.  Gardner  too  highly  for  the  splendid  work  he  did  and  the 
way  he  managed  affairs  on  this  occasion.  The  only  drawback  that  we  had  on 
the  Republican  side  was  that  the  Hon.  Richard  Bartholdt,  of  the  tenth  Mis- 
souri district  (city  of  St.  IjOuIs),  was  the  only  Republican  that  did  not  attend. 
I  personally  notified  Mr.  Bartholdt  yesterday,  he  promising  to  attend,  and  I 
thought  he  meant  it  this  time,  for  I  understand,  that  Mr.  Schwedtman  and 
others  have  been  touching  him  up. 

I  am  very  glad  to  report  that  Mr.  Covington,  the  Maryland  Democratic  mem- 
ber of  the  committee,  stayed  away  until  10  minutes  of  12,  and  was  of  no  use 
to  the  Democrats  while  the  committee  was  in  session,  as  he  voted  with  the 
Republicans  to  adjourn.  This  is  the  third  time  that  I  can  positively  state  that 
Covington  has,  in  a  large  measure,  saved  us  from  getting  in  the  eight-hour  bill 
at   this   session. 

There  were  six  Republicans  present  and  five  Democrats,  Bartholdt  being 
absent  and  Mr.  Allen,  of  Maine,  being  absent;  so  if  Covington  had  been  there 
it  would  have  placed  Mr.  Gardner  in  quite  an  awkward  position,  for  he  would 
have  had  to  support.  In  a  measure,  his  own  bill. 

This  is  another  complete  victory  for  us  upon  this  bill,  and  I  am  positive  now 
that  there  will  be  no  legislation  along  those  lines  at  this  session  of  Conjrress. 

Mr.  Emery  left  here  last  Wednesday  and  we  do  not  expect  him  back  until 
Saturday  morning ;  so  on  Saturday  I  nope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  getting  awaj 
from  here  for  a  brief  period  of  time,  and  will  try  to  see  you  in  New  York  on 
Monday  if  it  Is  possible. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3822,  which  seems  to  be  unim- 
portant. 

As  the  next  letter  seems  to  be  of  some  importance,  we  had  bettor 
wait  until  Mr.  Mulhall  returns. 

Senator  Reed.  We  can  identify  this  when  he  returns.  I  want  to 
•   read  something  from  No.  3822.    1  see  this  statement: 

On  account  of  beinj:  on  the  wing  so  nuich  of  late,  I  have  gotten  so  far  behind 
in  my  affairs  and  C4)rresiionde:i(e  tbat  I  hav<*  not* had  an  opportunity  to  frame- 
such  a  letter  as  I  want  you  should  havi*  as  a  proi)er  credential  from  me,  but 
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It  is  uppermost  in  my  mind,  and  I  will  attend  to  It  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days  at  the  latest. 

Senator  Nelson.  Which  letter  are  you  reading  from? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3822. 

Then,  following  that  is  No.  3823,  a  letter  dated  June  20,  1910, 
addressed  "  To  whom  it  may  concern,"  and  signed  "  J.  Kirby,  presi- 
dent."   It  can  be  identified  later.    I  will  read  this : 

The  purpose  of  this  letter  is  to  introduce  to  the  members  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall,  who  Is  and  has  been  for  the 
past  seven  or  eight  years  connected  with  the  association  in  a  confidential 
capacity.  He  has  acted  with  and  for  many  leading  men  in  national  politics  in  a 
similar  capacity,  besides  having  a  wide  range  of  acquaintance  with  leading 
State  politicians.  His  field  work  for  the  association  is  principally  devoted  to 
the  interest  of  representatives  who  are  blacklisted  because  of  their  refusal  to 
do  the  bidding  of  labor  agitators  in  legislative  matters  and  to  assist  in  pro- 
curing the  proper  reward  to  such  men  for  their  patriotism  and  devotion  to  duty 
that  they  may  not  suffer  by  reason  tliereof.  Col.  Mulhall's  record  is  clear 
His  fidelity,  Integrity,  and  loyalty  have  never  been  questioned  to  my  knowledge. 
You  can  speak  with  him  in  strict  confidence  and  be  assured  that  his  mission 
to  you  relates  to  matters  that  concern  not  only  your  own  interest,  but  the 
genera]  business  interests  of  the  country.  I  bespeak  for  him  your  cooperation 
in  the  imi)ortant  work  in  which  he  is  engaged. 

(During  the  reading  of  the  above  letter  the  witness,  Mulhall,  re- 
turned to  the  room  and  resumed  the  stand.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  to  look  at  No.  3822  and  No.  3823 
and  tell  ihe  if  they  are  both  letters  which  were  sent  to  you,  and  were 
signed  by  Mr.  Kirby?        ' 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir;  one  was  the  cre- 
dentials from  Mr.  Kirby  and  the  other  was  a  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  got  these  credentials  of  June  20,  intro- 
ducing you  to  members"  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers, on  what  mission  or  errand  were  you  about  to  start? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  On  general  field  work  for  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  What  do  you  mean  by  general  field  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  go  into  the  different  districts  and  oppose  those 
who  were  opposed  to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers — 
that  is,  I  mean  oppose  its  enemies  and  help  its  friends. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  men  who  were  running  for  office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  mean  Members  of  Congress  and  the  Senate, 
and  any  other  office  they  were  after — ^any  other  position  they  were 
chasing. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  pass  this  matter  I  will  ask  you  this. 
The  chairman  called  attention  a  little  while  ago  to  the  statement 
that  you  had  two  men  looking  after  Democratic  Members,  and  you 
were  asked  who  they  were,  and  you  said  Mr.  Dwight,  the  whip,  was 
one. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  a  man  in  the  Census  Office. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  Mr.  McDermott  was  the  other;  and  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael,  on  the  floor,  was  another. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  recall  where  that  letter  came  in  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Here  it  is.     It  is  No.  3779. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  after  the  words  that  appear  in  italics. 

Senator  Walsh  (reading  from  3779) : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from 
the  Hoase. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  at  that  time  that  was 
Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  did  you  say? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Mr.  McMichael,  chief  page  of  the  House. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  say  a  moment  ago  that  it  was  a  man 
from  the  Census  Office? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  were  doing  work,  too.  I  said  just  now  it 
was  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael.  Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  Ells- 
worth were  in  the  Census  Office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  say  to  me,  when  we  were  on  this 
letter,  that  one  of  the  men  was  a  man  in  the  Census  Office? 

Mr.  Ml^lhall.  Yes,  sir;  one  of  them  was  a  man  in  the  Census 
Office. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  that  you  got  him  sent  up  there — ^got  him 
detailed  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  his  name  was  Nichols? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  I  did  not  say  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Gibson. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Gibson;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Now  you  name  four  men. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  I  can  name  some  more  if  you  want  me 
to.  I  think  I  could  name  Mr.  Watson  candidly  and  fairly,  if  he  was 
in  the  city,  because  any  time  that  he  was  in  the  city  he  was  always 
lobbying  for  this  work. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  employed  him  to  look  after  Democratic 
Members. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  say  I  did,  but  the  organization  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  mc^call  your  attention  to  this  language  in 
3779-^784 : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful — 

And  so  forth. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  say  that  on  labor  measures,  because  those 
men  did  keep  me  in  touch  with  what  was  going  on  in  Washington 
if  they  possibly  could. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  indicate  here  that  you  had  two  men  engaged 
in  keeping  Democratic  Members  away  from  voting? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  and  I  want  to  amend  it  by  saying  that 
Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  Dwight  and  maybe 
these  other  men  helped. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  makes  two  Congressmen  and  a  messenger? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  messenger,  but  the  chief  page,  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  McDermott  and  another  Congressman. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  AValsh.  This  was  three  years  ago  you  made  this  report. 
You  had  evidently  been  trafficking  with  a  number  of  individuals, 
getting  them  to  do  work  of  this  character,  but  when  you  wrote  this 
letter  you  spoke  about  two  gentlemen ;  not  four,  but  two.     You  said : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  worliing  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful. 

Now,  the  next  paragraph  starts  off: 

These  two  gentlemen  stated  that  when  they  went  to  Mr.  Hughes's  office  he 
insulted  them,  s-aying  that  he  had  already  learned  what  they  were  doing,  and 
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he  would  advise  them,  If  they  were  friends  of  labor,  to  get  out  and  attend  to 
their  business  instead  of  interfering  with  his  work. 

Let  me  call  your  attention  to  another  statement  up  above,  to  this 
effect : 

[Reading  further  from  the  same  exhibit:] 

After  making  a  brief  statement  to  Mr.  Emery  of  the  work  I  was  doing,  he 
wished  to  know  if  I  would  not  continue  here  for  a  few  days  until  the  crisis 
was  over.  I  told  him  I  would  do  anything  in  my  power  to  help  him  and  to 
offset  any  movement  that  was  going  on  by  the  labor  people. 

Mr.  Emery  then  commenced  to  make  a  statement  and  wanted  to  know  why 
I  did  not  explain  to  him  the  Gardner  row ;  that  he  got  a  brief  idea  of  what  took 
place  in  Washington  when  he  was  down  in  Dayton  with  yourself  and  Mr. 
Schwedtman. 

I  did  not  wish.  Just  at  that  time,  to  go  into  a  statement  with  Mr.  Emery, 
for  I  had  engagements  at  the  Capitol  with  two  prominent  labor  workers,  who 
had  started  the  night  before,  at  my  request,  to  see  Hughes,  Rainey,  and  other* 
prominent  Democrats  who  are  acting  for  Gompers,  to  see  if  they  could  not 
possibly  start  a  back  fire  on  what  the  labor  workers  were  doing. 

This  I  explained  to  Mr.  Emery  and  our  interview  la8l;ed  about  20  minutes 
longer,  and  I  feel  positive  that  at  the  present  time  Mr.  Emery  understands  the 
situation  much  better  than  he  did  before,  and  he  is  now  convinced  that  no  one 
Wanted  to  infringe  on  his  rights,  and  that  I  had  been  doing,  as  I  am  now, 
all  I  knew  how  to  help  the  situation. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  wafi  handed  the  following  written  statement. 

Then  follows  the  written  statement,  and  then  you  go  on : 

The  two  gentlemen  I  had  engaged  working  on  the  Democratic  Congressmen 
told  me  they  were  fairly  successful  in  keeping  a  lot  of  Members  away  from  the 
House;  that  tbey  only  met  with  one  severe  rebuff,  and  that  was  from  Mr. 
Hughes,  of  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  Gomper's  stool  pigeon  and  active 
supi)orter  in  this  Congress,  and  one  of  the  men  who  put  up  this  late  job  and 
sprung  the  surprise  that  we  are  now  fighting. 

These  two  gentlemen  stated  that  when  they  went  to  Mr.  Hughes's  office  he 
insulted  them. 

Now,  are  you  talking  about  the  same  two  gentlemen  all  the  time  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  about  Mr.  Gibson  and  Mr.  Ellsworth,  as 
near  as  I  can  remember  at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  So  now  you  think  that  the  two  gentlemen  there 
referred  to  are  the  two  labor  workers,  Gibson  and  Ellsworth  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  were  not  Mr.  McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael 
and  that  other  fellow? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  If  I  had  the  report  read  all  the  way  through  I 
might  answer,  but  the  way  it  has  been  read — but  if  you  wish  to  hold 
me  to  that  statement  I  will  say  that  those  men  were  around  and  got 
that  information  for  me 

Senator  Walsh.  I  am  sure  Senator  Nelson  does  not  want  to  hold 
3^ou  to  anything. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is 'for  you  to  hold  yourself  to  something. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  trying  to.  But  if  you  will  allow  me  to  read 
those  letters  in  full  and  not  pass  them  over  so  quick  I  will  do  just 
what  you  want  me  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  ask  you  to  do  anything. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Then  I  will  do  as  near  as  I  can 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  you  are  simply  to  answer  the  questions  of  the 
committee. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this.  There  are  two  distinct  sub- 
jects referred  to  in  this  letter  and  two  distinct  classes  of  work.    One 
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was  this  work  that  these  labor  men  were  to  do  with  the  Democrats, 
The  other  is  this,  and  I  want  to  read  this  sentence : 

After  leaving  Mr.  Emery's  office  I  went  to  the  Capitol  and  received  a  brief 
report  from  my  labor  friends,  and  Vvos  handed  the  following  written  statement. 

Now,  that  is  one  thing.  He  has  been  talking  about  them  and  after- 
wards talks  about  them.  This  says,  "And  was  handed  the  following 
written  statement."  And  then  follows  the  written  statement.  It 
does  not  say  it  was  handed  to  him  by  them.  That  written  statement, 
I  understood  him  to  say,  was  furnished 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (interposing).  Through  Mr.  McDermott,  and  Mi*. 
McMichael  handed  me  tne  statement  coming  from  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  may  throw  a  little  light  on  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  strange,  when  a  single 
paragraph  referring  to  two  men  is  picked  out  and  the  witness  is 
asked  about  it,  that  he  should  be  in  error  about  who  the  men  were 
unless  his  attention  is  called  to  the  entire  contents  of  this  exhibit. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3824  is  unimportant.  3825-3826  appears  to  be  a 
copy  of  the  statement  you  made  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wish  to  inquire  about  these  $80  items  in  No. 
3825-3826.    One  is  as  follows : 

June  11.  Paid  to  two  party  workers  to  do  campaign  work  in  the  second  New 
Jersey  district  and  gather  information  In  the  labor  unions,  for  salary  and 
expenses,  $80. 

Is  that  a  continuation  of  the  payment  to  Mr.  Feeney  I 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  It  was,  in  a  sense.  I  could  not  divide  that  money 
I  paid  to  Mr.  McDermott  here  at  different  times. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  pay  that  $80  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  both  instances? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  not  say  that  as  to  that  full  amount  at  that 
time,  but  part  of  that  money  would  go  to  Mr.  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  Mr.  McDermott  a  Congressman  from 
Chicago? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  have  him  working  in  New  Jersey? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  would  you  be  likely  to  pay  him  for  that 
work  ? 

!Mr.  iluLiiALL.  He  struck  me  so  often  for  money  that  sometimes  I 
was  compelled  to  take  the  money  I  had  orders 

Senator  Nelson.  And  charge  it  up  to  New  Jersey  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  would  not  charge  it  up  to  New  Jersev. 
Maybe  I  would  change  it  around,  different  times,  when  I  was  able 
to  do  so.  Let  me  say  that  it  was  positive  orders  that  I  should  put 
those  workers  on,  and  I  did  so  and  got  the  results,  and  Mr.  Gardner's 
vote  was  increased  by  2,000  at  the  election. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  this  monev  was  some  of  it? 

Mr.  MuLiL\LL.  That  is  what  Mr.  Gardner  says,  and  that  they 
gave  me  credit  for. 

Senator  Reed.  Helped  to  do  it? 

Mr.  MrLHALT.,  Yes;  helped  to  do  it.  Well,  I  will  say  that  they 
went  after  Gardner  before,  and  they  took  2,000  votes  away  from 
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him.  This  time  they  put  4,000  votes  back,  2,000  more  than  he  ever 
got  before. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  to  whom  did  you  really  pay  these  two  $80 
items  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  money  was  paid  for  workers  in  the  second  New 
Jersey  district; 

Senator  Nelson.  To  whom  did  you  pay  the  $80? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  say  it  went  to  Feeney. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  went  to  Feenev  in  both  cases? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.     I  had  to  make  it  good  if  I  used  it  otherwise. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3827  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  leave  this  other  matter — now,  having 
paid  the  money  to  Feeney,  for  whom  did  you  pay  it  to  him,  if  for 
anybody  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  paid  it  to  Feeney  for  party  workers.  Feeney  had 
carte  blanche  to  go  ahead  and  do  work  in  the  district,  and  get  the 
workers  in  there  any  way  he  could. 

Senator  Wai>sii.  You  paid  it  to  Feeney,  to  be  paid  to  workers  that 
he  had  sent  to  the  New  Jersey  district? 

Mr.  MiJLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  not  live  in  the  district  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  he  lived  in  Philadelphia.  The  biggest 
part  of  the  work  that  was  done  in  the  second  New  jersey  district 
was  done  by  workers  living  in  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  worked  there  all  summer? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  working  there,  I  believe,  from  the  first  part 
of  January  until  the  close  of  the  campaign;  pretty  nearly  a  year. 

This  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird ;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  are  referring  now  to  No.  3827  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reeix  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  while  that  letter  is 
numbered,  there  is  no  number  appearing  in  the  printed  copy. 

Senator  Neuson.  What  number  will  you  give  it  on  the  printed 
copy? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3827. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it: 

Deab  Colonel  :  Yonr  letters  of  June  17th  have  been  duly  received,  and  I  am 
pleased  to  have  the  detailed  Information  you  send  in  reference  to  the  Wash- 
ington matters. 

I  hope  that  they  will  soon  adjourn  and  get  out  of  the  way  and  permit  you 
to  leave  Washington  to  take  care  of  some  of  your  fleldwork.  However,  I  feel 
at  present  that  It  is  imperative  that  Washington  matters  be  given  first  con- 
sideration. 

My  understanding  from  your  correspondence  Is  that  the  situation  is  still 
extremely  delicate  and  required  careful  handling. 

Mr.  Emery  was  with  us  yesterday  and  gave  us  a  great  deal  of  information 
on  the  subject  which  corroborates  your  letters  and  convinces  me  you  are 
working  in  harmony  with  him  and  his  office,  and  this  I  highly  appreciate. 

Senator  Reed.  I  just  call  attention  to  this.  Here  are  Mr.  Mulhall'a 
reports  that  have  been  read.  Here  is  Mr.  Bird's  statement  that  Mr. 
Emery  has  been  in  there  and  that  he  personally  corroboratcvS  those 
reports.  I  thought  it  was  important  that  we  should  call  attention  to 
that,  because  I  think  this  will  become  altogether  a  question  of  corrob- 
oration before  we  get  through. 

95(J8i)— PT  33—13 5 
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Is  No.  3828  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  with  reference  to  that  letter,  did  you 
not  testify  a  while  ago  that  you  had  a  meeting  there  at  New  York 
and  refused  to  have  anything  more  to  do  w^ith  Mr.  Emery,  and  re- 
fused to  take  orders  from  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  refused  to  do  any  more* strike  work:  yes.  I  was 
taking  orders  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  would  not  have  anything  more  to  do  with 
bim? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  no;  Mr.  Kirby  came  over  to  Washington 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  remember  that  testimonv.  Will  the 
stenographer  have  the  kindness  to  go  back  and  tell  us  what  that  testi- 
mony was. 

The  Chairman.  The  stenographer  who  took  that  part  of  the  testi- 
mony has  left  the  room.    We  will  send  for  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  next  letter,  No.  3828,  vou  state : 

I  know  It  i8  not  necessary  for  me  to  make  a  long  report  to  yt>«  concerninp 
what  has  taken  place  here  for  the  last  few  days,  as  it  has  been  fnlly  piven  out 
by  the  press,  and  1  feel  confident  that  Mr.  Emery  has  been  in  tonch  with  you, 
as  you  say  in  your  letter,  and  as  I  expect  to  be  in  New  York  on  Tuesday  morn- 
ing I  hoi)e  to  have  the  pleasure  of  making  a  full  and  detailed  report  to  you 
concerning  matters  here. 

Mr.  MuLHAi.L.  Are  vou  reading  from  the  letter  I  have  got  in  mv 
hand  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  am  reading  from  No.  «3828.  I  do  not  know  what 
you  have  got  in  your  hand. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  got  No.  3828  in  my  hand.  This  is  a  letter 
I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

The  Chairman.  You  say: 

I  wish  to  say,  though,  that  the  stiff  est  fight  that  has  ever  been  put  up  by  the 
labor  unions  for  the  imst  ten  years  has  been  going  on  here  for  the  pMst  two 
weeks,  and  Congress  closes  to-night  leaving  us  complete  viotors  at  this  pcssion 
of  Congress  upon  all  the  labor  measures  we  were  contending  for. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letter  are  you  reading  from  ? 
The  Chairman.  The  same  letter  you  read  from.    (Continuing  read- 
ing): 

There  are  numerous  requests  for  field  work  from  the  whole  host  of  our 
friends  over  here,  so  I  expect  to  see  you  on  Tuesday  ni(»rnlng  t(»  talk  matters 
over  fully  with  you,  so  closing  with  verj^  best  wislie^,  believe  me.  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours. 

Senator  Keed.  I  call  Senator  Nelson's  attention  to  the  fact  that  in 
the  letter  No.  3807,  which  is  found  on  sheet  No.  24NJ  of  the  galley 
proofs  furnished  to  us,  in  the  first  paragraph 

Senator  Nelson.  I  referred  to  Mr.  Mulhall's  testimony  in  response 
to  my  questions. 

Senator  Reed.  As  I  understood,  he  said  that  he  refused  to  take 
orders  from  this  man,  that  he  had  a  talk  over  there,  and  that  he  was 
telling  about  the  conversation  at  the  hotel 

Mr.  Mulhall.  At  the  office. 

Senator  Reed.  At  the  hotel,  I  think  it  was — at  the  hotel  or  at  the 
office — and  that  then  they  had  this  talk,  and  afterwards  this  letter 
was  written,  and  he  went  on  working  then.    With  this  letter  here. 
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of  course  he  would  carry  out  the  terms  of  the  letter  unless  he  quit, 
and  the  first  paragraph  of  the  letter  reads: 

That  there  may  be  no  further  misunderstanding  or  controversy^ with  respect 
to  the  instructions  you  shall  receive  or  from  whom  you  shall  receive  them,  I 
have  arranged  with  Mr.  Bird  to  assume  complete  and  absolute  charge  over  your 
movements  and  work  as  the  same  relates  to  association  matters,  and  after 
receipt  of  this  letter  you  will  therefore  please  report  to  and  receive  your 
instructions  from  him. 

That  was  a  letter  written  after  this  controversy. 
The  Chairman.  And  in  the  third  paragraph  it  says : 

Of  courpe  I  do  not  mean  that  you  are  not  to  write  to  me,  for,  while  I  wish 
you  to  reiK)rt  as  Mr.  Bird  shall  direct  you.  I  shall  be  pleased. to  hear  from  you 
occasionally. 

That  is  where  he  makes  a  complete  order,  telling  him  to  go  under 
the  direction  of  Bird  and  not  Emery. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  You  will  find  in  iuture  letters  that  Mr.  Bird  did 
direct  me,  whenever  he  wished  me  to,  to  report  to  Mr.  Emery. 

The  Chaikman.  The  third  paragraph  is  more  specific  than  the 
first  one. 

The  stenographer  who  took  the  previous  part  of  the  testimony  is 
here  now,  and  he  will  read  the  testimony. 

(The  stenographer  read  as  follows:) 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Senator  Reed,  I  would  like  to  explain  what  caused  that 
letter,  if  I  may  be  permitted. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  About  that  time,  or  before  I  got  that  letter.  I  was  called  to 
the  New  York  office,  and  in  tlie  president's  room  that  they  have  tliere,  or  in  the 
room  of  Mr.  Kirby,  I  was  given  at  least  a  two  hours'  Interview,  or,  in  fact,  I 
was  brought  over  there  to  try  to  be  won  over  to  certain  matters  that  Mr. 
Kirby  felt  would  be  for  the  safety  of  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  What  organization? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  that  this  organization,  my  work,  and  the  field  work,  and 
everything  should  come  under  one  head — that  it  should  come  under  Mr. 
Emery's  head.  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  went  over  these  matters  for  a  long  jieriod  of 
time  in  the  room  on  that  occasion,  and  we  did  not  agree  up  to  the  noon  hour. 
I  practically  told  Mr.  Kirby  that  before  I  would  do  that  I  would  quit  the 
service,  and  also  gave  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  to  understand  that  I  would  not  stand 
for  any  more  strike  work  or  going  into  any  more  strike-breaking  enterprises. 
Furthermore,  I  told  Mr.  Kirby  this  row  between  Mr.  Emery  and  I,  about  the 
thing  reported,  that  was  just  read  before  the  adjournment  at  noon  hour — I 
told  Mr.  Kirby  flatly  this:  That  I  would  not  go  home  and  look  my  wife  in  the 
face  and  take  orders  from  Mr.  Emer5%  because  I  had  never  seen  a  more  sub- 
servient tool  to  people  of  that  stripe  in  my  life  than  what  Mr.  Emery  was. 
They  adjourned  about  noontime,  and  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  me  to  go  out  and  take 
dinner  with  him.  That  I  flatly  refused  to  do.  I  would  rather  eat  alone.  Then 
he  said  to  go  out  and  think  it  over,  **  and  we  will  meet  again  at  2  o'clock."  I 
went  out,  and  I  came  back  at  2  o'clock,  and  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  to  know  if  I 
had  changed  my  mind.  I  said  I  had  not ;  that  I  would  leave  the  service  before 
I  would  be  put  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  Emery,  which  I  knew  he  would  not  be 
capable  of  doi.ng 

Senator  Walsh.  Really,  Col.  Mulhall.  those  controversies  between  you  and 
those  gentlemen  are  not  important  here. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3828  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Bird  to  yon  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  it  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Keed.  It  says,  "  I  know  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  lo  make 
a  long:  report  to  you,"  and  so  forth. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  read  before. 

Senator  Reed.  3829-3830  is  another  ''  Dear  Ferdinand ''  letter,  is 
it  not? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Beed.  I  will  read  this  paragraph  : 

Our  labors-  here  this  year  will  make  necessary  a  lot  of  field  work  In  the  very 
near  future,  which  I  expect  to  start  out  on  next  Monday.  There  are  a  nunil>er 
of  our  friends  who  wish  me  to  go  to  help  out  Mr.  James  A.  Tawuey,  of  the  first 
Minnesota  district,  and  th^re  are  quite  a  number  of  requests  for  us  to  help  Mr. 
Henry  S.  Boutell  (Chicago),  ninth  Illinois  district.  Also  some  of  the  leaders 
in  Congress  wish  us  to  help  Mr.  William  A.  Rodenberg  (East  St.  I^ouis), 
twenty-second  Illinois  district,  but  on  account  of  his  vote  on  last  Thursday,  in 
favor  of  the  labor  unions  on  the  Anti-Sherman  Act,  I  am  not  myself  inclined 
to  render  any  aid  to  this  gentleman.  I  am  seeinp  some  of  the  leaders  here  to- 
day on  this  subject,  and  will  let  you  know  in  the  near  future  if  we  will  be 
forced  to  give  hiq;i  any  aid. 

If  I  go  to  East  St.  Louis  I  hope  to  have  tlie  pleasure  of  seeing  you;  for  so 
many  things  have  occurred  here  this  winter  which  I  know  you  are  interested 
in  that  I  would  like  vei7  much  to  talk  with  you  about  them 

Senator  Nelson.  I  believe  you  have  already  testified  that  Mr. 
Tawney  did  not  want  you  to  go  in  his  district? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3831  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  substance  of  that  is  given  in  the  other. 

Senator  Reed.  It  thanks  him  for  this  letter  of  credentials,  however. 
3832,  3833  is  an  original  letter  f rojn  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  says : 

Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

Baltimore,  Md. 

My  Dear  Martin  :  I  liave  before  me  your  letter  of  June  25,  and  I  am  ex- 
ceedingly glad  to  learn  therefrom  that  you  have  again  succeeded  in  defeating 
our  eueuiies  in  Washington.  It  is  a  great  feather  in  your  caj)  and  I  am  con- 
fident that  Mr.  Kirby  and  our  other  superiors  and  associates  give  you  the  credit 
that  is  due  you  for  this  great  victory. 

I  note  that  you  intend  to  go  out  in  the  field  now.  Of  course,  you  will  plan 
your  campaign  carefully,  and  you  know  the  inside  so  thoroughly  that  it  is 
hardly  necessary  for  nie  to  make  any  .suggestions,  but  considering  the  nearness 
to  one  of  the  men  you  mention  In  your  program  ( Wm.  A.  Rodenberg,  of  Illinois), 
let  me  suggest  that  Mr.  Rodenberg  never  has  been  a  friend  of  ours,  and  has 
always  catered  to  the  labor  union  vote  In  his  district.  I  rather  like  Mr.  Roden- 
berg personally  and  I  do  not  believe  that  any  one  but  a  labor  union  candidate 
c-ould  be  elccteil  in  his  district.  The  chances  are  that  in  the  next  election,  the 
same  as  In  former  ones.  It  will  be  a  Democratic  union  man  against  a  Republican 
union  man.  There  are  no  more  decent  people  living  In  East  St.  I^uis.  They 
have  all  moved  away.  It  Is  a  bad  place  on  account  of  the  large  Industries 
which  are  established  there,  such  as  the  American  Steel  Foundries,  the  Granite 
City  Iron  Works,  etc.,  all  employing  thousands  and  thousands  of  foreigners, 
many  of  them  Socialists.  Maybe  on  account  of  the  nearness  of  the  district  to 
me  it  looks  particularly  dark,  but  I  really  think  any  work  that  we  may  do  in 
East  St.  Louis  is  practically  wasted.    This  for  your  own  information. 

I  hope  to  see  you  in  the  near  future,  not  because  I  have  any  business  to 
transact,  but  because  I  have  not  come  In  personal  contact  with  you  for  some 
time.  I  expect  to  take  a  trip  to  Europe  this  summer.  Mrs.  Schwedtman  and 
I  are  going  to  sail  on  the  14th  of  July.  As  I  said,  I  hojw  to  see  you  before 
then,  either  here  or  East. 

Give  my  l>est  regards  to  Mrs.  Mulhall  and  if  there  is  anything  that  I  can  do 
for  you  or  for  her  while  I  am  in  Euroi)e  I  will  be  glad  to  attend  to  It. 

With  very  best  wishes,  believe  me, 

Ever  faithfully,  yours,  Ferd.  C.  Schwfdtman. 

P.  s. — Our  treasurer  has  called  my  attention  several  times  to  the  fact  that 
check  which  I  sent  you  in  connection  with  bringing  Mr,  Sherman  and  others 
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out  here  is  still  placed-  against  my  personal  account  because  there  is  no  report 
of  any  kind.  I  do  not  want  to  worry  you  about  this,  but  if  you  could  con- 
veniently make  a  financial  report  for  our  treasurer  I  would  personally  appre- 
ciate it 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3834  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedt- 
man,  is  it? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this: 

My  Dear  Ferdinand  :  You  will  find  an  itemized  statement  of  the  two  hundred 
find  fifty  you  sent  me  for  expenses  for  the  meeting  held  the  25th  of  Inst  April. 
The  reason  I  delayed  sending  in  the  account  right  after  my  return  to  Washing- 
ton wns  that  I  did  not  get  a  decision  from  the  New  York  office  about  charging 
up  my  ex])enses  until  a  week  or  two  after  I  returned;  then  an  immense  flood  of 
work  dime  on  which  has  kept  me  going  ever  since. 

You  will  find  a  cllijping  inclosed  which  gives  an  account  of  where  Mr.  Sher- 
man and  I  attended  the  Alvin  Theatre.  I  thought  it  might  be  interesting  infor- 
mation to  you ;  besides  you  will  also  find  a  check  for  $23.90  which  is  due  your 
organization  from  me.  the  balance  I  had  on  hand.  I  thought  there  was  a 
balance  due  me  from  that  trip,  so  that  is  one  reason  I  was  slow  about  sending 
it.  Had  I  known  there  was  anything  owing  your  organization  I  would  have 
laid  other  matters  aside  to  be  more  prompt. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes  and  hoping  to  hear  that  you  have  returned  to 
this  country  in  first-class  fighting  shape,  believe  me  as  ever  to  be. 
Faithfully,  yours. 


Address  170  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  was  the  Alvin  Theater  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  in  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  were  you  and  Mr.  Sherman  up  to  in  the 
theater  ? 

Mr.  MiT^HALL.  We  had  three  hours  to  lav  over  there,  and  the  Vice 
President  thought  the  best  way  to  kill  time  would  be  to  see 

Senator  Reed.  To  see  a  theater? 

Mr.  Mttliiall.  To  see  a  show.  I  was  trying  to  think  of  the  name 
of  the  show.     It  was  a  very  interesting  one,  I  know. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  3835  an  original  letter  from  Bird  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

New  York,  June  29,  1910. 

Col.    M.    M.    MULHALL, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Warrrly,  Baliimorc,  Mf^. 

Dear  Sir:  In  accordance  with  telegraphic  instructions  of  June  28th  from 
Mr.  Kirby,  we  are  sending  you,  under  separate  cover,  twenty-five  copies  of  his 
article  "A  new  political  party." 

We  are  releasing  this  article  on  Sunday.  July  3rd,  in  the  newspapers  through- 
out the  country,  it  being  Mr.  Kirby's  wishes  that  the  material  be  given  as  much 
publicity  as  possible. 

The  procedure  we  are  following  in  otlier  cities  is  to  secure  from  prominent 
manufacturers,  business  men,  and  politicians  opinions  upon  Mr.  Kirby*8  article 
and  to  give  copies  of  these  opinions,  together  with  a  copy  of  tlie  article,  to  each 
morning  newspaper.  We  suggest  that  this  plan  be  followed  in  Baltimore. 
You  will  observe  tliat  Mr.  Klrby  does  not  advocate  the  formation  of  a  new 
party  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  He  simply  calls  attention 
to  existing  conditions  created  by  political  demagogues  and  indicates  that  a  con- 
tinuance of  radicalism  in  Washington  will  undoubtedly  result  in  a  combined 
protest  which  may  create  a  new  party. 

Knowing  your  intimate  acquaintance  and  friendship  with  prominent  Balti- 
more men  we  are  sure  you  can  obtain  from  them  favorable  comments  which 
will  be  published  in  the  Baltimore  papers.  We  suggest  that  you  coUect  your 
opinions  and  then  talk  over  the  whole  matter  with  some  bright  newspaper  man 
on  each  newspaper  so  that  he  can  prepare  the  story  and  give  it  to  his  city 
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editor.    We  ask  yoa  to  take  care  of  Baltimore  in  this  connection,  as  Mr.  Lewis 
is  away  ^ving  his  attention  to  other  cities. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  P.  Bird. 

Is  No.  3836  a  copy  of  a  letter  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MtXHALL.  An  original  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  that  the  same  Mr.  McMichael  who  made  the 
rep'ort  to  Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  position  did  he  occupy  in  the  House? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Chief  page  in  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  James  T.  McDermott, 
fourth  Illinois  district,  and  reads  as  follows : 

Dear  Friend:  Yet  in  the  city  and  will  be  for  a  few  more  days,  as  I  do  not 
want  to  go  to  Philadelphia  and  stay  for  any^  length  of  time  if  I  can  help. 

I  am  sending  yon  under  another  cover  the  first  order  of  cookbooks  and  you 
can  see  what  they  look  like. 

Now,  Colonel,  if  you  are  not  going  to  use  me  for  some  little  time  to  come  I 
would  be  morje  than  willing  if  I  could  pet  something  to  do  at  the  office  in  New 
York,  anything  Just  so  I  could  make  living  expenses  and  get  my  mind  on  some 
kind  of  work.    It  will  help  to  pass  the  time  away. 
Trusting  I  will  hear  from  you  in  a  few  days,  with  best  wishes,  I  am. 
Respectfully, 

J.  H.  McMichael, 
I  222S  F  Street  yw.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Senator  Walsh.  In  view  of  that  reference  to  cookbooks,  I  now 
read  the  letter  No.  3678 : 

National  Association  op  Manufacfurebs 

OF  THE  United  States  of  America. 

New  York\  April  il,  1910, 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Warcrltf,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  As  per  our  coiirersation,  kindly  call  at  the  Bureau  of  Stand- 
ards and  request  that  the  publications  of  that  bureau  relating  to  chemical 
matters  be  forwarded  to  Mr.  Charles  Mindeleff,  Maurer,  N.  J.  I  mean,  of 
course,  the  publications  which  are  Intended  for  free  distribution. 

If  you  can  get  copies  of  the  Agricultural  Department's  recent  publication, 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  cookbook.  I  wish  you  would  get  one  for  Mr.  Bird 
and  one  for  me. 

Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary, 

Mr.  MiTL.HAij>.  There  was  a  cookbook  sent  to  almost  every  execu- 
tive member  of  the  organization,  and  friends. 

Senator  Reed.  Were  those  cookbooks  obtained  here  from  the 
department? 

5lr.  MrLHATj^  Yes;  they  were  obtained  here,  and  elegantly  bound, 
and  the  names  of  the  members  that  they  were  sent  to  printed  on  in 
gilt. 

The  Chairman.  Bound  in  morocco? 

Mr.  Mri>HALi^  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  sav  "  the  members.''  Do  vou  mean  Members 
of  Congress  or  members  of  this  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers,    irost  every  director  of  that  association  got  a  book. 

The  Chairman.  Who  had  them  bound  in  morocco? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  it  was  through  Mr.  McDermott's 
efforts. 
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Senator  Reed.  Now  I  i^fer  again  to  No.  38S6,  the  letter  to  Mr. 
McMichael  which  was  just  read,  and  I  call  attention  to  this  language; 

Now.  Colonel,  if  you  are  not  going  to  use  me  for  some  little  time  to  come  I 
would  be  more  tbau  willing  If  I  could  get  something  to  do  at  the  office  in  New 
York — anything  Just  so  I  could  mal^e  living  expenses  and  get  my  mind  on  some 
kind  of  work.  •  It  will  help  to  pass  the  time  away. 

When  he  says  ^'the  office  in  New  York,"  what  office  does  that 
refer  to? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  National  Association  of  Manufacturers. 
Senator  Reed.  This  letter  states: 

If  you  are  not  going  to  use  me  for  some  little  time  to  come. 

Had  you  been  using  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  say  that 

Senator  Reed.  Just  answer  the  question,  yes  or  no. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator*  Reed.  This  letter  is  dated  July  5,  1910.  I  \vish  now  that 
you  would  tell  us  as  near  as  you  can  when  you  J&rst  became  acquainted 
with  Mr.  McMichael,  and  I  want  you  to  proceed  slowly  enough  so 
that  you  may  get  these  facts  as  nearly  as  possible  in  their  chrono- 
logical order. 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  I  first  got  acquainted  with  Mr.  McMichael,  as  near 
as  I  can  remember,  when  I  came  back  from  Mr.  McDermott's  dis- 
trict in  September. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  would  be  in  1909? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes,  1909.     I  was  introduced 

Senator  Reed.  Wait  one  moment.  You  had  been  out  in  Mr.  Mc- 
Dermott's district  in  the  campaign  of  1908? 

Mr.  MuLiiALi^  No ;  I  went  out  in  1909  to  find  out  what  the  situa- 
tion was  in  Mr.  McDermott's  district. 

Senator  Reed.  Up  to  that  time  had  you  known  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  had  met  Mr.  McDermott  w^hen  I  extended  to  him 
an  invitation  to  attend  the  tariff  convention  that  was  held  in  Indian- 
apolis in  1909.  on  February  16,  17,  and  18. 

Senator  Reed.  In  1909? 

Mr.  MuLHALj^.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  think  that  was  the  first  time  you  became  ac- 
quainted with  him  ? 

Mr.  Ml  LiiALL.  That  is  the  first  time  I  met  him. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  met  Mr.  McDermott  on  this  first  occa- 
sion, when  you  w-ent  to  him  to  invite  him  to  this  meeting,  did  you 
have  anv  conversation  with  him  more  than  to  extend  the  invitation 
to  attend  the  meeting? 

Mr.  Ml  LHALL.  Yes.  Mr.  McDermott  inquired  who  was  at  the  head 
of  the  organization  that  was  getting  up  this  tariff-commission  bill, 
and  matters  of  that  kind,  and  when  i  told  him  who  was  at  the  heaa 
he  was  very 

Senator  Reed.  Who  did  you  tell  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  told  him  Mr.  Van  Cleave  and  Mr.  Schwedtman 
and  the  leading  members  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturers. 

Senator  Reed.  At  that  time  when  you  told  this  to  Mr.  McDermott, 
state  as  near  as  you  can  what  he  said.  I  do  not  expect  you  to  give 
the  exact  words. 
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Senator  Walsh.  Senator  Reed,  there  is  a  letter  here  in  which  he 
practically  quotes  what  ,Mr.  McDermott  said. 

Senator  Seed.  I  would  like  to  have  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letter  is  that? 

Senator  Walsh.  A  letter  in  whijch  he  refers  to  the  interview  that 
he  had  with  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  a  letter  that  was  put  in  vesterday  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  'I  think  that  is  the  letter  that  I  hancied  you  yester- 
day, Senator  Reed ;  but  I  did  not  go  into  details  in  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  wait  until  we  get  the  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  While  we  are  waiting  for  that  letter  I  want  to 
ask  him  a  <][uestion  or  two.  You  say  you  were  out  in  Mr.  McDer- 
mott's  district? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  the  number  of  that  district? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  fourth  Illinois. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  part  of  the  city  of  Chicago  is  it  in? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  compnses  the  stockyards  and  that  section  of  the 
city. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  district  that  was  formerly  represented 
by  Mr.  Lorimer? 

Mr.  Mijlhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  McDerihott  is  a  Democrat,  is  he  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  Mr.  McMichael  his  clerk  or  secretary? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  McMichael  was  his  confidential  secretary. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  bring  that  out  in  detail. 

Senator  Nelson.  Very  well. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  want  to  interrupt  vou.  Senator,  but  it  is 
somewhat  mixed  up,  and  I  want  to  get  out  the  detail  and  not  con- 
clusions. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  Mr.  McDermott  a  young  man,  comparatively 
speaking? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  should  judge  he  is  a  man  about  ?,S  or  40  years 
of  age. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  do  any  work  for  Mr.  McDermott  in  that 
district  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did  in  1912.  In  1912  I  sent  out  about  100  letters 
to  his  district. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  go  out  there  then,  yourself? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   No. 

Senator  Neu3on.  Just  sent  letters  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  I  sent  about  100  letters  to  a  list  of  names  that 
he  gave  me  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  not  refer  to  the  printed  letter.  Senator 

Reed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  printed,  yes — or  read  in;  I  have  forjjotten 
which.    There  was  one  letter  that  was  read  in,  which  was  not  printed. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  in  September,  1909. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  was  a  letter  that  Col.  Mulhall  handed 
to  me. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  it  was  a  letter  that  I  handed  to  you. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  the  letter  to  which  the  witness  refers.  But 
this  letter  refers  to  a  report. 
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Senator  Nemon.  Is  this  a  letter  to  John  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  what  date? 

Mr.  Mxtlhall.  S^tember  9, 1  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  1909  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  must  be  wrong  about  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  said  September  9. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  said  I  thought  it  was  September  9. 

Senator  Keed.  I  now  have  the  letter  and  the  report.  Mr.  Mulhall, 
I  call  your  attention  to  that  report  of  January  28,  1909,  it  being 
2409-2412,  and  call  your  attention  particularly  to  this  language  in 
that  report: 

After  leaving  Mr.  Loverlng's  office  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  James  T. 
McDerniott.  of  the  fourth  Illinois  district.  I  found  Mr.  McDermott  one  of  the 
roughest  and  most  uncouth  politicians  that  I  have  run  across  yet  in  Congress. 
When  I  told  him  of  my  mission  he  got  even  insulting  in  the  way  of  using  cuss 
words  and  roundly  abusing  the  President  elect,  Mr.  Taft.  He  commenced  the 
Interview  by  wanting  to  know  if  I  had  read  Mr.  Rainey's  address  in  the  House 
on  Tuesday.  I  told  him  that  I  bad.  but  that  I  had  seen  that  Mr.  Rainey  had 
been  strongly  contradicted  in  the  House  on  yesterday  and  again  to-day;  and 
he  flew  into  a  tirade  against  the  Republican  Party  and  its  leaders  and  at- 
tempted to  get  abusive  against  the  "gang."  as  he  stated,  that  was  getting  up 
this  tariff  committee  convention.  He  said  that  he  knew  that  It  was  this 
Van  Cleave  crowd  of  agitators  that  was  always  fighting  the  labor  unions.  I 
handed  Mr.  ^IcDermott  my  card  and  told  him  that  I  was  one  of  the  Van 
Cleave  crowd  and  very  proud  of  it — that  the  gentleman  he  was  talking  about 
I  have  known  for  years — and  I  told  Mr.  McDermott  that  I  was  certainly  sure 
that  he  did  not  know  the  man  he  was  talking  of. 

My  interview  with  Mr.  McDermott  was  not  altogether  disagreeable  before  it 
was  closed,  but  I  wish  to  close  my  statement  here  by  saying  that  it  would 
afford  me  the  greatest  pleasure  on  earth  to  see  this  fellow  get  his  Just  deserts 
in  his  own  home  district  if  the  opportunity  ever  arises. 

Mr.  McDermott  is  certainly  very  forcibly  against  a  tarllT  commission  bill. 

I  want  now  to  ask  you,  what  was  the  object  of  your  call  on  Mr. 
McDermott  at  that  time  ? 

3Ir.  Mulhall.  I  had  instructions  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  the  sec- 
retary to  the  president  of  tlie  National  Ass(x*iation  of  Manufactur- 
ers, to  make  a  complete  canvass  of  the  House  and  see  as  many  Sena- 
tors as  I  possibly  could. 

Senator  Reed.  On  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  find  out  their  views  on  the  tariff  commission 
bill. 

Senator  Reed.  And  that  was  the  bill  that,  at  tliat  time,  this 
organization  was  endeavoring  to  promote? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed,  fn  your  letter  of  September  10,  1009,  you  state: 

Mr.  McDermott,  as  I  wrote  In  some  of  my  I'eports  some  time  ago.  made  the 
statement  in  Washington  that  anything  the  Van  (Cleave  crowd  wanted  he  was 
against;  so  by  retiring  Mr  McDermott  to  private  life  again  I  believe  it  will  be 
a  great  victory  for  our  association. 

That  letter  was  written  on  the  16th  day  of  September,  1909.  There 
was  no  campaign  that  year? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  the  campaign  was  the  next  year — 1910. 

Senator  Reed.  I  take  it  from  this  report  and  this  letter  that,  when 
you  left  Mr.  McDermott  after  your  talk  with  him  in  January,  and 
up  to  the  month  of  September,  you  still  felt  that  Mr.  McDermott  was 
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an  enemy  of  the  legislation  that  your  association  was  interested  in, 
and  you  wanted  to  see  him  defeated  for  Congress? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  sort  of  had  him  on  a  private  blacklist  of  your 
own? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did ;  because,  as  I  stated  in  my  letter,  he  used  the 
most  insulting  language  I  have  ever  heard  a  man  use  in  my  life. 

Senator  Seed.  I  want  now  to  know  whether,  prior  to  this  letter  of 
September  16, 1909.  you  had  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  McMiehaeHi 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  about  that  time  when  I  returned  from  Chi- 
cago, as  I  stated  a  short  time  ago,  I  became  acquainted  with  Mr. 
McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  How  did  you  become  acquainted  with  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  introduced  to  him.  I  was  up  seeking  to  get 
some  books  from  certain  Members.  I  met  Harry  Farker,  the  mes- 
senger of  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  and  I  told  Mr.  Parker 
what  I  was  j?eeking.  He  called  out  Mr.  McMichael.  He  went  to  the 
cloakroom  of  the  House  and  called  Mr.  McMichael  out  and  intro- 
duced him  to  me,  stating  that  Mr.  McMichael  was  well  posted  on 
those  matters  and  he  could  accommodate  me  if  he  wished  to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  a  talk  with  Mr.  McMichael  on  that 
occasion  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  nature  of  the  talk? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  nature  of  the  talk  was  that  I  would  like  to 
have  somebody  around  that  could  run  messages  for  me  and  procure 
documents  if  I  wanted  them — ^bills  and  such  like  as  that — and  I 
would  use  him  in  any  way  I  possibly  could  while  doing  errands  in 
the  House — taking  in  my  card  and  such  like  as  that — if  I  could 
reach  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  at  that  time  make  any  statement  to  you,  or 
did  you  at  that  time  inquire  from  him  whether  or  not  he  had  been 
employed  any  considerable  length  of  time  in  the  House?  * 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  told  me  he  had  been  employed,  I  guess,  about 
16  years  at  that  time  as  chief  page  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  get  the  documents,  books,  papers,  or  what- 
ever it  was,  vou  wanted  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  pay  him  anything  for  it? 

Mr.  MvLHALL.  Not  just  at  that  time.  A  few  days  later  I  called 
on  Mr.  McMichael  and  gave  him  $50. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  call  on  him  for?     • 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  For  more  documents,  and  had  a  better  understand- 
ing with  him  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  nature  of  that  understanding? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  undei-standing  was  that  he  would  pick  up 
information  or  anything  I  needed  in  relation  to  what  would  be  going 
on  around  the  House  in  relation  to  bills. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  or  not  at  that  time  explain  to  him  what 
particular  legislation  you  were  interested  in? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  He  knew  I  was  a  member  of  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers,  for  the  $50  I  gave  him,  I  told  him 
where  it  came  from. 
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Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  what  bills  you  were  interested  in  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  wanted  to  put  him  in  touch  with  Mr.  Emery's 
office.  Mr.  Emery  at  that  time  took  a  lot  of  my  time  calling  on  me 
for  certain  documents  and  labor  bills  and  measures  of  that  kmd  that 
would  be  before  the  House  and  Senate,  and  I  wanted  to  try  and  get 
relieved  of  that  work,  «^nd  that  was  my  object  in  explaining  to  Mr. 
McMichael  the  nature  of  the  work  I  wanted  him  to  do. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  .him  you  were  against  eight-hour 
biUs 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  All  class  legislation,  as  I  named  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Class  legislation? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  When  you  gave  Mr.  McMichael  this  $50,  what,  if 
anything,  was  said  between  you?  I  want  the  substance  of  your 
conversation ;  I  do  not  expect  you  to  recollect  the  words. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  he  told  me  he  had  a 
slight  objection  at  that  time  about  going  into  the  service;  that  is, 
definitely.  He  told  me  he  was  Mr.  McDermott's  confidential  secre- 
tary as  well  as  chief  page  of  the  House,  and  I  became  a  little  bit 
^  suspicious  of  him  when  he  explained  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Suspicious  of  him  because  of  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Because  of  his  connection  with  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  say  to  Mr.  McMichael  about  that,  if 
anything? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  As  near  as  I  can  remember,  I  stated  to  him  the 
incident  which  took  place  in  January  when  I  went  to  Mr.  McDer- 
mott's oflSce  to  invite  him  out  to  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  stop  there  a  moment  to  ask  why  you  had 
gone  to  Mr.  McDermott's  office;  why  you  had  picked  him  out  as  one 
man  to  be  invited  to  Indianapolis,  to  this  great  event  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did  not  go  to  him  any  more  so  than  to  any  other 
Member  of  the  House.  I  made  a  complete  canvass  of  the  House, 
and  invited  everybody  that  wished  to  attend,  because  I  was  in- 
structed not  only  to  get  as  near  as  I  could  as  to  how  those  people 
.stood  as  to  a  tariff  commission,  but  also,  when  I  was  making  this 
tour,  how  they  would  stand  as  to  class  legislation,  if  they  were 
willing  to  give  the  information. 

Senator  Reed.  Please  just  answer  my  question.  Please  let  us 
keep  on  one  track  and  not  go  outside. 

\  ou  went  to  Mr.  McDermott,  then,  and  invited  him  out  there,  and 
had  this  conversation  which  you  regarded  as  abusive,  and  when  Mr. 
McMichael  told  you  he  was  working  for  Mr.  McDermott  that 
created  «ome  suspicion  in  your  mind  toward  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MiT^HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  did  vou  and  Mr.  McMichael  then  have  anv 
talk  about  Mr.  McDermott  t 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  him  what  Mr.  McDermott  had  done? 

Mr.  Mn-HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  when  you  told  him  that,  what  did  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael say  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  said  that  I  must  have  misunderstood  him;  that 
he  was  a  good  fellow,  a  rough  je^rel. 

Senator  Reed.  A  rough  jewel? 


8224      MAINTENANCE  OF  A.  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  that  he  had  not  got  into  the  ways  of  the 
Capital  yet,  and  after  he  had  been  here  a  couple  of  terms  may  be  he 
would  be  more  cultured,  if  I  can  remember  the  conversation  right. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  say  that  in  substance? 

Mr.  MuLHAMi.  I  believe  that  was  the  substance,  as  near  as  I  can 
remember.  And  I  told  him  also  at  that  time  about  my  mission  out 
to  Chicago,  and  the  success  I  had  had. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  mission  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  to  go  through  Mr.  MoDermott's  district 
and  see  some  of  the  leaders  in  his  district.  There  was  Mr.  Rainey, 
and  his  brother,  Mr.  Rainey  being  the  candidate  the  next  year 

Senator  Reed.  When  had  you  been  out  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  In  September.    The  report  shows  that. 

Senator  Reed.  You  were  down  through  Mr.  McDermott's  district 
in  September  of  1909? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  what  were  vou  doing  there  in  September, 
1909? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Getting  a  line  on  the  condition  of  the  district,  to 
see  if  we  could  put  up  a  successful  fight  against  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  So  you  told  Mr.  McMichael  that  you  had  been  out 
to  Mr.  McDermott's  district  to  find  out  whether  the  ground  was  a 
good  ground  to  put  up  a  fight  against  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  While  you  were  out  there  did  you  inquire  as  to  the 
manufactures  and  industries  that  were  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  I  told  him  it  was  quite  a  large  manufac- 
turing district ;  that  there  were  some  big  plants  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  intimate  to  Mr.  McMichael  in  this  conver- 
sation that  you  were  still  of  the  opinion  that  Mr.  McDermott  was  a 
man  who  ought  to  be  beaten  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  AVhat  did  Mr.  McMichael  say  to  you  ? 

Mr,  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  time  he  stated  he  was  a  rough  jewel  and 
that  he  was  a  better  fellow  than  I  thought  he  was;  that  he  was  rough, 
but  after  he  was  here  a  couple  of  j'ears  in  Congress  he  would  become 
more  cultured. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  gave  Mr.  McMichael  $50  and  he  took  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALi..  About  the  end  of  that  interview,  I  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  when  did  you  see  Mr.  McMichael  next  after 
that;  about  how  long  after  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  then  arranged  with  Mr.  McMichael  so  that  he 
would  be  in  touch  with  Mr.  Emery's  office,  as  near  as  I  can  remember, 
at  that  time,  by  telephone  every  day;  that  is,  that  Mr.  Emery. or  his 
clerk  would  call  him  up  and  any  bills  or  anything  that  Mr.  Emery 
would  want — the  Congressional  Directory  or  anything  like  that — he 
would  get  it  and  have  it  sent  to  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  j'ou  make  a  statement  to  him  at  that  time  about 
continuing  to  pay  him  money  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  told  him  from  that  time  on  he  would  get  $50 
a  month  while  Congress  would  be  in  session. 

Mr.  McCarter.  May  I  ask  if  that  was  in  1909  ? 

Mr.  MiLiiALL.  I  think  it  was  in  1909:  upon  my  return  from  Chi- 
cago. 
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Senator  Reed.  From  that  time  on  when  Congress  was  in  session  did 
Mr.  McMichael  get  his  $50? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  he  did ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  any  further  conversation  with  Mr. 
McMichael  in  regard  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  at  that  interview,  as  I  stated,  he  wanted  to 
bring  Mr.  McDermott  and  mjself  together. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is,  the  interview  when  you  paid  him  the  $50? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  thought  he  could  bring  you  together  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  bring  you  together? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  We  had  a  little  supp)er,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
or  a  little  meal  of  some  kind.  No ;  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  whether  it 
was  just  at  that  time  or  not  that  he  brought  us  together. 

Senator  Reed.  Well,  when  was  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  the  first  time  I  met  Mr.  McDermott  out- 
side of  his  room  was  when  he  came  here  for  the  winter  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Outside  of  his  room,  the  first  time  you  told  about  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  came  here  for  the  winter  session  in  1909? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  be  in  December? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  meet  Mr.  McDermott  at  some  time  during 
that  winter  session? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  I  met  him  frequently  during  that  winter 
session. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  you  to  tell  us,  now,  if  you  did  become  on 
intimate  terms  with  him,  how  that  was  brought  about? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  met  Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  McDermott  in  Fritz 
Reuter's  Hotel,  on  Four  -  and  -  a  -  half  Street  and  Pennsylvania 
xi venue.  I  set  up  a  little  lunch,  and  we  had  a  kind  of  a  pleasant 
talk,  and  I  stated  to  Mr.  McDermott  at  that  time  about  being  in  his 
district,  and  whom  I  met  out  there;  and  I  told  him  of  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael's  statement  to  me  of  his  not  being  such  a  bad  fellow,  and 
that  he  thought  I  would  be  able  to  do  business  with  him. 

Senator  Reed.  What  else  took  place  at  that  conversation,  as  near 
as  you  can  give  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  from  that  time  on  I  had  frequent  inter- 
views with  Mr.  McDermott  upon  matters  pertaining  to  labor  bills 
and  things  of  that  kind — and  I  am  trying  to  think  of  the  date, 
Senator;  I  am  not  sure  of  my  dates,  but  I  am  pretty  near  sure  that 
I  am  right.  If  I  could  see  some  more  letters  I  think  I  could  go 
along  a  little  bit  better.  • 

Senator  Refj).  I  simply  want  to  get  this  far  at  this  time.  You 
say  you  did  establish  friendly  relations  with  Mr.  McDermott,  and  j'ou 
also  had  Mr.  McMichael  in  your  employ,  or  in  the  employ  of  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  . 

Senator  Reed.  And  those  relations  continued  for  some  time,  did 

they  ? 

Mr.  MrLiL\LL.  Yes;   thcv  continued  right  up  until  the  18th  of 

April,  1912. 
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Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  one  question  there  f 

Senator  Keed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  succeed  in  getting  Mr.  McDermott  intci 
your  way  of  thinking  about  this  legislation  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  do  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  told  him  I  was  out  in  his  district,  and  I  told 
him — we  had  a  talk  about  his  insulting  me  when  I  went  to  his  office, 
and  the  language  he  used  toward  our  organization,  and  he  laughed 
quite  heartily  over  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  at  any  time  give  him  any  funds? 

Mr.  MuLHALi^.  I  did  not  have  the  chance  to  give  it;  he  generally 
took  it,  or  he  always  borrowed.  He  did  not  say  to  give  it,  he  kept 
borrowing. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  he  kept  borrowing? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  with  one  exception,  I  believe. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  did  he  first  borrow? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  I  believe  in  my  second  interview. 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me  for  breaking  in.  Senator  Reed.  Go 
ahead  with  vour  examination. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  this  will  be  brought  out,  probably 

Mr.  MrLHALU  I  think  the  letters  here  will  bring  all  that  out.  I 
do  not  want  to  be  sure  of  my  dates  or  positive  about  my  dates. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  already  handed  you  a  letter  that  Mr. 
McMichael  wrote  you  on  the  5th  day  of  July,  1910,  in  which  he  said 
that  he  was  sending,  under  another  cover,  the  first  order  for  cook- 
books, and  so  forth,  and  suggested  going  down  and  working  in  the 
New  York  office  during  the  summer. 

Now,  I  hand  you  No.  eS837.  addressed  to  John  Kirbv,  and  ask  vou 
what  that  is? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Kirby. 

The  Chairman.  The  committee  will  have  to  take  a  recess  for  a 
few  moments,  as  there  is  a  roll  call; 

(At  4.35  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  retired  from  the  room.) 

(At  4.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  resumed  its  session.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3837  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Kirbv? 

Mr.  MrLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  a  part  of  this  letter : 

After  Congress  adjourned  I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Bird,  in  this  city, 
and  since  that  time  I  hnve  visited  two  districts  in  New  Yorlv  State,  nnd  the 
halnnce  of  the  time  I  have  lieen  going  to  the  Gardner  and  Hughes  districts. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letter  is  this? 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3837. 

Senator  'Nei^)n.  Are  you  through  with  the  other  examination  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  brought  it  to  a  point  where  I  thought  the 
letter  would  properly  come  in. 

Senator  Nei^ox.  t  wanted  to  examine  him  when  you  got  through 
witl!  him. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  through  on  this  question. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  said  you  began  paying  McMichael  $50  a 
month  in  1009,  did  you  not? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  did,  sir.     " 

Senator  Nelson.  At  about  what  time  in  1909? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Without  seeing  letters  and  the  notes,  I  would  not 
be  positive  of  the  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  kept 'on  until  some  time  in  1912? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  kept  on  until  the  last  dav  of  December, 
1911. 

Senator  Nei^son.  And  paid  him  $50  a  month  right  along? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  only  when  Congress — for  the  last  year  he  was 
kept  along  straight,  I  think,  payment  for  the  full  year;  but  previous  x 
to  that  he  only  got  paid  when  Congress  was  in  session. 

Senat(5r  Nelson.  But  the  last  year  he  was  paid  an  annual  salary? 

Mr.  Mi'LHALL.  He  was  paid  a  monthly  salary. 

Senator  Nelson.  Monthly,  every  month? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  render  to  the  association  an  account  of 
those  payments  you  made  to  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  MiLHALL.  Mr.  Emery  drew  his  checks 

Senator  Nelson.  Answer  my  question.  Did  you  render  an  account 
to  the  association? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  sir;  T  did  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  pay  him  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  think  the  witness  ought  to  be  allowed  *o 
say  how  it  was  paid. 

Senator  Net^on.  Go  ahead. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Emery  drew  a  check  of  $100  a  month,  and 
there  was  $20  went  to  Mr.  Harry  Parker,  and  $80  to  Mr.  Henry 
Neal.  and  $50  to  Mr.  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  was  that  check  drawn — to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mi'LHALL.  It  was  drawn  to  me,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  vou  cashed  it? 

Mr.  MirLHALL.  I  cashed  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  distributed  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  there  more  than  one  such  check  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  there  were  checks  running,  I  l)elieve,  all  the 
time  I  was  dealing  with  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  the  rate  of  $50  a  month? 

Mr.  Ml  LHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nei^^on.  Up  to  the  end  of  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes.  There  were  some — the  last  payment.  I  think, 
Senator,  came  from  the  New  York  office.  There  was  a  couple  of  pay- 
ments that  he  was  short  of  and  he  wrote  to  me  about  it  and  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Bird  about  it,  and  I  think  they  were  cleared  up.  If  I  am  not 
mistaken,  my  last  account  with  that  organization  will  show  that  the 
last  month  or  two  months  I  paid  Mr.  McMichael  from  the  New  York 
office. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  you  paid  it  and  put  it  into  your  account? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  have  stated  about  the  meeting  you  had  with 
Mr.  McDermott.    When  did  you  first  come  in  touch  with  him? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  came  in  touch  with  Mr.  McDermott 

Senator  Nelson.  Directly? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  In  January — in  the  fore  part  of  January — when  I 
invited  him  to  the  tariff  commission  convention. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  that  time  you  were  rather  unfavorable  to  Mc- 
Dermott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  sort  of  blacklisted  him,  as  if  he  ought  to  be 
beaten,  because  he  was  unfriendly  to  the  association? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  unfriendly,  altogether,  but  on  account  of  the 
language  he  used  then,  in  which  he  showed  he  was  very  bitter  against 
the  association. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  your  first  reconnoissance  out  in  that  district 
was  for  that  purpose? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  I  understood  you,  afterwards,  in  1910,  you 
supported  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Worked  for  him  in  that  district? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Writing  letters  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  also  in  1912? 

^Ir.  Mi'LHALL.  Yes ;  I  went  to  his  district  in  1912  myself  again. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  worked  for  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  brought  about  the  change  of  heart,  so  that 
instead  of  having  him  blacklisted  as  in  1909,  you  went  out  there  into 
his  district  in  1910  and  worked  for  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  At  the  request  of  Mr.  McMichael,  when  McMichael 
convinced  me,  or  introduced  me  to  Mr.  McDermott,  and  we  had  sev- 
eral meetings  at  Fritz  Renter's  Hotel,  I  should  say  twice  a  week  on 
an  average. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  Mr.  McMichael,  then,  who  converted  you 
to  the  idea  of  working  for  McDermott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  McMichael  that  induced  me  to  send  those 
letters  out  to  McDermott's  district;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  at  any  time  furnish  McDermott  with 
money  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  I  said,  he  freauently  borrowed. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  he  pay  it  oack? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  any  idea  how  much  he  borrowed  of 
you,  from  first  to  last? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  hardly  tell  just  now,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  nearly  as  you  can  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  could  not  tell.  My  mind  would  not  be  clear  on 
that  subject. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  loan  him  money  in  1910  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  1911? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  1912  ? 
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Mr.  MxTLHALL.  No;  I  collected  a  good  lot  of  money  for  him  in 
1912  from  the  manufacturers  of  Chicago. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  paid  it  to  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  every  cent  of  it,  with  the  exception  of  the 
McCormick  check  of  $250,  which  he  told  me 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  did  you  collect  and  pay  over  to  himf 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  About  $750. 

Senator  Nelson.  $750? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  the  McCormick  check  besides? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  came  you  to  have  such  confidence  in  Mr. 
McDermott?  Was  it  simply  because  of  what  McMichael  had  told 
you  about  him? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Because  of  my  frequent  meetings  with  McDermotL 
his  subserviency  to  anything  I  wanted,  his  instructions  to  McMicha^ 
to  take  orders  from  me,  his  getting  for  me  a  room  in  the  basement 
of  the  Capitol,  and  even  going  so  far  as  to  tell  his  private  secretary 
to  turn  over  Mr.  Gompers's  private  letters  to  me,  or  anv  inf ormatioa 
that  he  would  get  from  the  labor  organizations,  his  fumi^ing  me 
with  all  labor  documents  for  the  use  of  the  Washington  office,  or  any 
other  office  that  wanted  those  documents. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  the  consideration  for  all  this  was  tlie  loans 
you  made  him  from  time  to  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  suppose  so.    He  looked  at  it  in  that  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  not  look  at  it  in  that  way  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  guess  that  is  all  at  this  point. 

Senator  Eeed.  I  was  reading  from  No.  888y 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me  for  breaking  in  on  you. 

Senator  Beed.  I  meant  to  so  into  all  these  matters  as  we  went 
along,  but  we  might  just  as  weU  do  it  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

(Senator  Eeed  read  in  full  No.  8887.) 

Is  No.  3888  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  is  dated  July  9, 1910. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  in  the  printed  list? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  that  is  printed. 

Mt  Deab  Bibd:  I  wrote  you  on  the  Tth  instant,  and  that  same  evening  I 
was  called  to  Philadelphia  by  telegranip  and  have  been  on  the  go  in  the  smaU 
towns  of  this  district  since  then.  I  have  learned  lately  that  Gompers  is  getting 
yery  active  in  this  district  and  will  put  up  a  strong  fight  against  Gardner. 
There  was  a  meeting  in  Philadelphia  of  a  lot  of  labor  chiefs  on  Thursday 
evening,  and  I  went  there  to  find  out  what  was  going  on.  I  returned  yesterday 
morning  and  have  visited  several  small  towns  since  then. 

What  was  it  took  you  to  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  consult  with  Mr.  Feeney  and  other  workers 
that  we  had  there. 
Senator  Reed.  I  continue  reading  from  this  letter : 

I  expect  to  leave  here  for  Baltimore  to-morrow  night  and  would  like  to  take 
vei7  muqh  two  weeks  at  home,  if  it  is  possible  to  do  so.  I  need  the  care  of  a 
dentist  very  much,  for  my  teeth  have  been  troubling  me  all  spring,  and  up  to 
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ihe  present  tim^  £  have  not  had  a  chance  to  attend  to  them.  I  will  write  yoa 
again  on  Monday  from  Baltimore,  if  I  am  there,  and  will  try  to  run  over  to 
New  York  next  week,  if  you  wish  it,  so,  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  believe 
ine,  as  ever 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

r  P.  S. — I  am  informed  that  Judge  Wm.  M.  llunyon  will  oppose  Charles  N. 
B\)wler  in  yonr  district.    Let  me  know  how  you  stand  upon  this  matter. 

Is  3839,  3840  an  original  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 
Emery  ?  . 

Mr.  Mx7LHAi£i.  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  That  should  be  read : 

/,  Vy  Deab  MARTUf :  *  *  *  I  am  very  glad,  indeed,  to  get  yours  of  the  9th 
Instant,  as  I  feared  I  ^ould  not  have  a  word  from  you  before  sailing. 

In  your  letter  I  can  see  you  have  the  reins  well  in  hand.  Now,  as  to  names; 
you  will,  of  course,  remember  if  you  get  into  Illinois  at  all,  Frederick  Job,  of 
^e  Eimployefrs'  Association,  Marquette  BuUding,  Chicago,  or  Thomas  ConneU, 
tocretary  of  the  Chicago  Lumbermen's  Association,  who  will  make  soggestioiis 
or  lend  you  any  assistance  thc^  can. 

.  If  you  should  get  into  the  Peoria  district,  you  will  find  Mr.  Gerald  B.  Franks, 
6f  the  Pranks  Printing  Company,  the  leader  of  a  very  influencial  group  of  men 
tn  that  section. 

'  Mr.  Bird  will  hAve  a  list  here  of  names  in  Minnesota.  As  to  New  Jersoy,  I 
•thlAk  you  rtiould.  be  in  touch  with  the  president  and  secretary  of  the  New 
Jersey  Manufacturers*  Association  and  of  the  New  Jersey  Builders'  Bxchauges. 
The  latter  is  a  strong  organization  with  some  1,600  members.  If  Mr.  Bird  has 
ladt  complete  information  here  with  respect  to  them,  let  me  suggest  that  on  your 
first  trip  to  New  York  you  make  an  engagement  with  Mr.  Walter  Di^w,  com- 
missioner of  the  National  Erectors'  Association,  Builders*  Exchange  Building. 
27  East  33rd  Street  He  has  been  in  New  Jersey  with  me  severid  times  and 
can  give  you  personal  letters  to  a  number  of  men  we  have  met,  as  he  has  kept 
np  the  connection  closely  and  should  be  able  to  fill  in  any  gap  that  may  l>e 
Tac^nt  in  Mr.  Bird's  information.  I  know  Mr.  Drew  will  be  glad  to  assist  you 
In  any  way  merely  by  mentioning  my  name,  as  I  will  see  him  bef<N»  leaving 
here.  Try  to  drop  a  line  to  him  before  coming  to  New  York,  as  he  goes  away 
on  trips  now  and  then,  and  I  would  not  want  you  to  miss  him. 

I  left  Washington  on  a  hurried  western  trip  that  took  me  as  far  west  as 
Chicago  and  St  Paul  and  did  not  get  back  into  Washington  until  the  7th.  I 
found  neither  Neal  nor  Harry  at  the  Capitol,  but  I  know  yon  win  be  able  to 
locate  them,  so  inclose  herewith  my  check  for  $50,  from  which  yon  can  give 
them  $25  each. 

The  Chairman.  Who  were  Neal  and  Harry? 
Mr.  MuLHAUi.  Those  two  messengers  I  spobs  about,  Harry  Parker 
and  Henry  Neal. 
Senator  Walsh.  The  rest  of  this  letter  reads : 


^tehwedMman  and  I  have  a  very  busy  time  ahead  of  us,  but  we  shall  not 
be  too  buoy,  I  know.    Will  drop  a  line  to  yon  now  and  then,  and  I  hope  w€ 
^fitaaU  have  ^one  from  s%>n  letting  ns  know  the  progress  of  good  work.    You  can 
mMtfM  mm  %  Aoiertcan  Sxpress,  56  Ohariotten  Str^  BerUn,  Germany,  until 
August  t5.    Afber  that,  %  American  Express,  6  Haymarket,  London,  I^IaadL 
fiy  tke  waf;,  I  canned  6XXX>  copies  of  the  flat  debate  over  the  Hughes  asMnA- 
tnent  to  be  printed  complete  in  pamphlet  form ;  S,000  of  these  wUl  be  ready  for 
mailing  under  Malby's  frank,  and  will  be  at  the  New  York  office,  where  they 
can  be  used  to  advantage  in  connection  with  your  New  Jers^  campaign. 
WtCb  the  beat  of  guod  wMmu  to  you  aad  yonrs,  beHeve  me. 
Very  truly,  yours, 

James  A.  Eicsar. 

I  want  to  ask  you.  Colonel,  what  the  National  Erectors'  Associa- 
tion isl 

Mr.  MuuBuox.  Tlie  National  ErectoiB'  is  the  organization  that 
puts  up  the  iron  interior  work  of  all  buildings  and  bridges 

Senator  Walsh.  Doing  structural  iron  work  ? 
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'    Mr.  MvjmaUm  Yes;  that  is  the  word  I  wanted  to  use. 

Senator  Nelson.  Does  it  mean  the  laborers 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No  sir ;  the  employers. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  this  association  that  was  fighting  the 
dynamiters  that  thev  tried  at  Indianapolis. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  relationship  did  that  association  bear^  so 
far  as  you  know,  to  this  National  Association  of  Manufacturers? 

Mn  MuLHALL.  It  is  an  auxiliary  organization,  and  one  of  the 
members  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense — ^that 
paper  <H*ganization. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  say  it  is  one  of  the  constituent  mem- 
bers of  it? 

Mr.  MuLficALU  Yes. 

Senator  Waush.  Just  one  other  question.  Who  is  the  Malby 
referred  to? 

Mr.  MuLHALu  That  was  Congressman  Malby,  of  the  Twenty- 
eighth  New  York  district,  I  believe,  the  Oswego  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  anything  about  the  issuaacd  of 
these  circulars,  other  than  what  this  letter  tells? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  went  to  the  New  York  office  and  was  informed 
that  they  were  all  sent  out  to  the  manufacturers  of  these  districts, 
of  the  New  Jersey  district  that  they  wanted  campaign  work  done  in. 

Senator  Reed.  1  want  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  after  the 
words  "My  dear  Martin,"  in  this  letter,  there  are  three  asterisks 
printed,  and  also  after  the  words  "  $25  each  "  there  are  three  aster- 
isks. They  h^ve  been  used  heretofore  to  indicate  an  imperfect  letter 
or  an  omission.  This  letter  is  exactly  as  printed,  and  there  are  no 
omissions,  and  these  asterisks  should  be  stricken  out  of  the  printed 
copy.    They  are  misleading  here. 

This  letter  reads : 

I  left  Washington  on  a  bnrried  we«terfi  tfip  that  took  me  as  fa^  west  as 
Chicago  and  St.  Paul,  and  did  not  get  back  into  Washington  until  the  Tth.  I 
found  neither  Neal  nor  Harry  at  the  Capitol,  but  I  know  you  will  be  able  to 
locate  them,  so  inclose  herewith  my  check  for  $60,  ftom  which  you  c&h  give 
them  $25  each. 

Had  you  told  Mr.  Etnery,  prior  to  this  time,  of  the  arrangement 
that  had  been  made  with  Neal  and  Harry  for  payment! 

Mr.  MuiiHALi^  I  was  not  allowed,  an  any  occasion  while  doing 
lobby  work  here  in  Washington,  to  assume  any  responsibility  myself 
without  consulting  with  Mr.  Emory. 

Senator  Reed.  Had  you  told  him  about  it!    That  is  thfe  qtrestion.. 

Mr.  MuLHAiiLi  Yes;  I  did. 

Senator  Rsed.  So  he  knew  who  Neal  and  Harry  were ! 

Mr.  MtnLttALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  manifest  from  his  letter.  I  just 
wanted  that  to  go  in,  however. 

Senator  Neijson.  Did  you  report  to  Emery  your  Uransactions  with 
McD^rmottf 

Mr*  MuLHAiiL.  Yes;  fully. 

Senator  Necson.  The  loans  you  made? 

Mr.  MtTt^ALL.  Yes.  The  letters  will  all  ex|>lain  that^  I  gmm  you 
will  find  that  they  will  be  just  as  positive  as  this. 

The  Chairman.  Did  Neal  and  JParker  report  \io  finery  ai  wdll  as 
to  youf 
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Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes.  Emery  frequently  called  Parker  on  the 
phone,  because  we  were  getting  the  documents  from  him  before  we 
commenced  to  get  them  from  McMichael. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  money  you  advanced  to  McDermott,  was 
that  your  own  money  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  my  own  money,  or  else  1  would  have  to  make 
it  good.    If  I  used  any  other  moneys  I  would  have  to  make  it  good. 

Senator  Reed.  The  Manufacturers'  Association  made  it  good  to 
you,  did  they  not? 

Mr.  MxTLHALL.  Yes.  I  put  it  in  as  expenses — incidental  expenses — 
as  you  will  see,  at  the  close  of  my  account.  I  generally  put  in  mat- 
ters of  that  kind  in  that  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  put  that  into  your  account,  about  McDer- 
mott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3841  is  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  this  letter  as  follows : 

Mt  Dbab  Colonel  :  I  have  your  esteemed  favor  of  the  9th  Inst,  from  Atlantic 
Olty,  and  am  glad  to  have  a  word  from  you  and  to  know  that  you  are  In  the 
land  of  the  living. 

I  have  no  doubt  but  that  your  strenuous  fight  over  the  Hughes  a meidmeat 
pretty  well  tuckered  you  out,  but  it  was  a  good  fight,  and  I  congratulate  yoa 
upon  the  result 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  Kibby,  Jr.,  President. 

Is  No.  3842  another  original  letter  from  Mr.  Bird? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  is  dated  July  13,  1910,  at  New  York.    I  will 
read  from  it  as  follows : 

Deab  Colonel  :  Your  letter  of  July  0th  from  Atlantic  City  was  duly  received. 
I  was  surprised  to  hear  from  you  again,  feeling,  in  view  of  my  last  letter  to 
you,  you  had  started  upon  the  long-promised  vacation.  I  hope  by  this  time  you 
have  arranged  matters  so  that  you  have. 

I  do  not  know  of  anything,  without  you  have  something  in  your  own  mind, 
that  should  necessitate  your  visit  to  New  York  until  you  have  had  your  vaca- 
tion, then  we  will  take  up  matters  and  discuss  them  thoroughly  and  decide  to 
the  best  of  our  ability  as  to  our  plans  for  action.  I  would  suggest  that  we  get 
the  vacation  matter  disposed  of  and  you  get  yourself  in  good  trim,  for  it  looks 
to  me  as  though  you  were  going  to  have  a  very  strenuous  summer,  and  it  will 
be  very  necessary  for  you  to  be  in  the  very  best  physical  condition.  Further 
than  this,  I  am  planning  to  take  my  vacation  in  August,  and  I  hope  to  have  our 
matters  all  adjusted  before  this. 

I  note  what  you  say  in  reference  to  Judge  Runyon.  It  is  the  common  rumor 
he  is  selected  for  nomination  to  succeed  Chas.  N.  Fowler.  Personally  I  have 
a  very  high  regard  for  Ji*lge  Runyon.  He  is  a  moderately  young  man,  ex- 
tremely capable,  has  made  a  good  judge,  and  a  man,  in  my  judgment,  who  is 
not  afflicted  with  any  of  the  "  isms  "  that  afflict  Mr.  Fowler.  There  is  no  ques- 
tion but  that  Fowler  will  put  up  a  very  hard  fight  at  the  primaries,  but  he  is  in 
bad  favor  with  the  organization.  I  stand  unqualifiedly  for  Runyon  to  succeed 
Congressman  Fowler.  I  can't  say  that  my  opinion  or  desires  in  the  matter  will 
have  any  large  influence  in  the  matter. 

With  best  regards  to  yourself  and  many  remembrances  to  Mrs.  Mulhall,  I 
remain. 

Yours,  cordially,  J.  P.  Bibd. 

Senator  Rbed.  Is  not  No.  8843  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Oeorge 
S.  Boudinot  to  you? 
Mr.  MuusaiIm  Yes»  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter,  as  follows : 

Ck>lonel  M.  M.  Mulhall,  , 

e2i  Oak  Ave,,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md.  ^ 

Deaji  Colonel  :  We  had  5,000  copies  of  the  debate  on  the  Hughes  amendment 
of  the  sundry  civil  bill,  but  used  them  to  good  advantage.  Now  we  are  in 
receipt  of  a  request  for  additional  copies.  We  can  not  have  this  pamphlet 
reprinted ;  but  if  you  can  find  a  few  copies  lying  around  loose  in  Washington 
and  can  appropriate  them  for  our  own  use,  we  will  be  very  glad  to  have 
them.    Do  not  go  to  any  expense  in  the  matter. 

Incidentally,  I  would  say  that  that  publication  of  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture that  you  were  going  to  get  for  some  of  your  friends  has  not  as  yet  been 
received. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Geo.  S.  Boudinot,  Secretary. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  refers  to  the  cookbooks? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  To  all  Kinds  of  books,  Senator;  yearbooks,  cook- 
books— any  book  that  was  published  that  they  could  reach,  even 
going  so  far  as  getting  the  plans  of  the  Government — I  mean,  not 
plans,  but  bids  on  projectiles  and  such  like  as  iJiat;  specifications  for 
matters  of  that  kind;  compasses;  maps. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  mean  to  say  that  this  association  was 
in  a  belligerent  mood — on  the  war  path? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  don't  know  how  far.  Senator,  but  I  am  just 
testif^ng  to  what  the  call  was.  Everything  that  came  their  way  was 
fodder  for  them. 

Senator  Beed.  They  may  have  had  members  of  their  association 
who  wanted  to  know  about  these  specifications  for  projectiles. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  they  did.  I  never  knew  what  they  were 
after,  but  they  were  written  for  and  gotten. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  No.  3845  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Beed.  I  will  read  from  this  as  follows: 

New  York,  July  28,  1910, 
CoL  M.  M.  Mttlhall, 

624  Oak  Ave,,  Waverly,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Dear  Colonel  :  Enclosed  please  find  treasury  check  No.  0617  for  $150,  balance 
of  July  salary;  also  treasury  check  No.  6621  for  (409.52,  covering  expense 
account  to  and  including  the  11th  Instant. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  rate  of  your  salary  at  this  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  $3,600  a  year  and  expenses. 

Senator  Nelson.  Paid  monthly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Bimonthly. 

Senator  Walsh.  Semimonthly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  semimonthly. 

Senator  Heed.  This  letter  says  further : 

I  also  hand  you  herewith  a  typewritten  copy  of  the  exi)ense  account,  as 
requested. 

Is  No.  3846  another  original  letter  from  Bird?  ^ 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir; 
Senator  Ejsed.  From  that  I  read  as  follows: 

Your  letter  of  July  24,  with  expense  account,  duly  received,  and  we  Inclose 
herewith  our  check  covering  your  disbursements. 

Pardon  the  delay  in  attending  to  this.     I  returned  to  the  office  yesterday 
morning  and  was  so  pressed  with  matters  that  it  was  Impossible  to  get  through 
with  the  mall. 
Trusting  this  has  caused  you  no  serious  inconvenience,  I  remain. 
Tours,  very  cordially, 

J.  P.  BiBD,  General  Manager, 
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P.  S. — ^When  is  it  your  intoition  to  be  in  the  office?  Please  bear  in  mind  J 
leave  about  August  4  or  5  for  my  vacation,  and  hope  to  see  you  before  I  leave. 

P.  P.  S. — Check  referred  to  above  was  sent  with  this  mail  in  another' 
letter. 

3847,  3848  is  a  letter  to  you 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  signed  "  Tom,"  and  is  written  on  the 
letterhead  of  the  Farrell  Service.  Is  that  from  our  friend  Farrell, 
the  detective? 

Mr.  MuLHAu^  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Ksied.  It  is  about  a  job  for  a  man.  I  do  not  think  we  need 
read  that. 

3849,  3850  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this 
association? 

Mr.  MuuiALL  (after  examining  account).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Hold  that  in  your  hand  a  minute.  I  want  to 
ask  you,  is  there  anything  in  that  account  about  any  of  the  money  that 
you  paid  to  McDermott,  or  loaned  to  him? 

Mr.  MuLrHALii.  No,  sir;  this  looks  as  if  it  were  the  same,  as  if  it 
was  for  the  New  Jersey  district — ^this  first  item. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see  there  are  two  $80  items  in  this  account. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  there  are  three  $80  items  paid  to  this  same 
man,  Feeney. 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  Paid  to  Feeney's  workers. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  him  directly,  or  to  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  him,  directly. 

Senator  Nelson.  By  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  accoimt 
for  $409.52  was  paid,  as  appears  by  letter  No.  3845.  It  says,  "  In- 
closed please  find  treasury  check  No.  6617." 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  letter  that  was  just  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  that  was  just  read;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  this.  Under  date  of  June  29  there 
are  these  items : 

June  29.  Breakfast  at  Troy,  N.  Y ^.70 

Transportation  from  Troy  to  Oneonta 2.56 

Transportation  from  Oneonta  to  Cooi)erstown  by  trolley .  50 

Dinner  for  self  and  one  at  Cooperstown 2.80 

What  were  you  doing  up  there  in  Oneonta  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  in  Congressman  Fairchild's  district — sent  up 
there  at  the  direction  of  the  association. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  nmning  for  Congress  there  at  that  time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  man  by  the  name  of  Clark  was  running  in  that 
district.    Mr.  Fairchild  was  running  for  reelection. 

Senator  Reed.  For  renomination  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  For  renomination  and  election,  and  a  man  by  the 
name  of  Cooper  was  opposed  to  him. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  Fairchild  reelected  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL,  Yes;  he  was  renominated  and  reelected. 

Senator  Reed.  You  went  back  up  there  to  help  Fairchild? 

Mr.  Mui«HAij4.  Yes;  and  the  association  paia  the  expenses— my 
expenses. 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  see  in  this  account  an  item  for  trip  to  Ocean 
City,  and  "  dinner  in  Ocean  City  for  self  and  one."  What  was  that 
for?    What  did  you  go  to  Ocean  City  for? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  look  over  some  factories;  some  small  plants 
that  were  down  there. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  not  that  a  sort  of  an  ocean  resort? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  it  is  an  ocean  resort,  but  I  had  the  lists  Mr. 
Gardner  gave  me,  which  are  among  those  papers,  and  wherever  that 
called  me,  I  covered  it  completely. 

Senator  Beed.  3851-3857  appears  marked  here  as  a  duplicate,  but 
I  do  not  know  whether  it  is  or  not.    I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  it  is. 

Senator  Eeed.  But  it  has  some  of  the  same  items. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Beed.  And  has  some  of  the  dates  of  the  other.  It  ha9 
only  two  of  the  dates  of  the  other. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  four  $80  items  in  here,  and  there  are 
three  in  the  other. 

Senator  Beed.  It  appears  to  cover  a  part  of  the  same  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  this  item  in  this  account: 

June  25.    Paid  two  New  Jersey  workers,  $80. 

Who  were  those? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Will  you  let  me  see  the  account.  Senator  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Senator  Beed  has  the  account,  or  you  can  have 
the  printed  list. 

Senator  Beed.  3849,  3850  is  a  typewritten  account 

Senator  Nelson.  We  have  passed  that. 

Senator  Beed.  I  was  trying  to  straighten  out  the  question  of 
whether  these  two  are  duplicates  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  they  are.  There  is  a  duplication 
in  part. 

The  Chairman.  One  is  typewritten. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  this  difference,  that  in  the  first  one  there 
are  three  $80  items  and  in  the  next  one  there  are  four  $80  items. 

Senator  Beed.  It  covers  the  same  dates,  too,  does  it  not? 

Senator  Nelson.  It  covers  more  time. 

The  Clerk  of  the  Committee.  It  covers  18  davs  more. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wish  you  would  show  him  that  last  one, 
Senator. 

Senator  Beed.  Mr.  Mulhall,  I  hand  you  3851-3857,  at  the  request 
of  Senator  Nelson. 

Mr.  MuLHAi^  (after  examining  account).  This  is  not  the  one  yon 
handed  me  before. 

Senator  Beed.  The  one  I  handed  you  before  is  3849,  3850,  which  I 
now  also  hand  you,  so  that  you  will  have  them  both*  They  appear 
to  be  duplicates  in  part,  but  one  is  a  longer  account  than  the  other. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  in  either  of  these  accounts,  Mr.  Mulhall^ 
anything  with  reference  to  the  money  you  loaned  or  paid  McDer- 
mott  or  McMichael?  v 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Paid  to  whom? 

The  Chairman.  He  was  on  the  pay  roll. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  McMichael  was  never  on  those  pay  rolls,  Senator. 
That  was  a  special  check  that  came  from  Mr.  Emery 'i!roi5ce. 
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The  Chairman.  Senator  Nelson  asked  you  about  McDermott 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  McDermottt 

The  Chairman.  Ye& 

Senator  Nei^on.  You  might  answer  about  McMichael,  too. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  said  that  he  was  never,  except  the  last  two 
accounts.    I  believe  that  was  closed  by  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  one  of  those  checks  made  to  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  they  were  made  out  to  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  handed  McMichael  the  cash? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  did,  sir.    Is  there  anything  else  about  that  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wanted  to  know  whether  there  was  anything  in 
these  accounts  in  reference  to  any  money  you  loaned  or  paid  to  Mc- 
JDermott  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  it  this  way,  that  I  might  have  used  some 
of  that  money,  but  I  had  to  return  it,  if  I  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  not^  think  that  some  of  these  $80  items 
you  have  charged  to  workers  might  be  some  of  that  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  said  before  that  I  might  have  taken  that,  for 
the  time  being;  but  I  had  to  return  it 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  it  is  possible  that  the  money  under  some 
of  the  items  you  have  in  these  accounts  as  paid  to  workers,  you  might 
have  taken  and  paid  to  McDermott  for  the  time  being? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  last  accoimt  is  this  item : 

June  25.    Paid  two  New  Jersey  workers,  $80. 

Who  were  those? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Those  were  the  same  gentlemen;  Mr.   Feeney's 
workers.* 
Senator  Nelson.  Feeney's  workers.    Here  is  this  other  item: 

July  2.    Paid  two  New  Jersey  workers,  $80. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  for  another 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  for  the  same  two  men? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  further  examination  of  account).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Through  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  for  a  certainty  it  was  only  two  men 
all  the  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  think  he  may  have  changed  his  two  men? 

Mr.  MuLHALU  He  had,  in  a  sense,  charge  of  that  work,  that  I  had 
too  much  to  attend  to  myself. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  did  you  know  it  was  two  men  every  time? 
Might  he  not  have  hired  more  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  might  have  hired  more  men ;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Neubon.  But  you  put  it  down  as  two  men  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  have  an  understanding  that  you  were  to 
pav  him  $40  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes ;  I  paid  him  $40.  That  was  his  understanding, 
that  I  had  $40  go  direct  to  Feeney,  and  he  would  have  charge  of  that 
work. 

Senator  Nelson.  Here  is  this  item: 

July  15.  Paid  to  two  party  workers,  $80. 
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You  do  not  locate  those  in  New  Jersey  or  anywhere  else.  Where 
were  those  located  ? 

Mr.  M17LHAI4L.  I  should  judge  they  were  the  same  men. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  think  they  were? 

Mr.  MuLHAUi.  Yes,  sir;  as  I  said,  this  account  is  not  in  my  own 
handwriting;  and  as  I  said  before  when  you  cross-questioned  me,  it 
was  all  made  up  by  another  party. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  must  have  given  the  data  to  that  other 
party. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  she  kept  the  data,  because  she  always  trav- 
eled with  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Always  traveled  with  you? 

Mr.  MtTLHALL.  Yes.  I  never  went  into  a  campaign  for  the  12  years 
that  I  was  working  for  those  people 

Senator  Nelson.  She  kept  your  books? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  She  kept  my  books  and  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  Of  your  expenses? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  her  name? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Lulu  K.  Mulhall,  the  woman  they  drove  insane. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh !  your  wife  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes:  in  a  sense  my  wife.  I  will  go  into  the  details, 
if  you  want  it.  Senator?  ^ 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  I  do  not  want  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  as  clean  a  record  on  that 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  written  it.  I  will  bring  it  out.  Those  people 
will  bring  it  out  if  I  do  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  say  they  drove  her  crazy  in  that  campaign  of  the 
Hughes  district,  and  she  is  crazy  now  at  the  present  time. 
.    Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  to  bring  tnat  out. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  You  can  bring  it  out. 

Senator  Nei^son.  I  do  not  care  about  that.  I  only  asked  you  the 
question  who  this  stenographer  was.    I  did  not  know  who  she  was. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  want  scandal  I  guess  you  can  hunt  one  up  in 
that  New  York  office  better  than  anywhere  else. 

The  Chairman.  Wait  a  minute.  Senator  Nelson  said  he  did  not 
want  to  go  into  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  want  to  go  into  that,  Mr.  Mulhall. 

The  Chairman.  Go  on  with  the  next  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  8859  an  original  letter,  and  by  whom  is  it 
written? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  By  Mr.  I.  H.  McMichaeL 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  Mr. 
James  T.  McDermott,  fourth  Illinois  district. 

Committee  on  Agucultube, 
House  of  Refresentatiyes,  United  States, 

Washington,  D.  0.,  July  29,  1910. 
Col.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

624  Oak  Avenue,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Fbiend  Mui.hall:  I  am  sending  you  the  remainder  of  the  cookbooks,  and 
Inclosed  find  franks  for  each  one»  so  you  will  be  able  to  get  them  off  without 
postage,  as  they  are  govemmeutal  documents  and  are  all  right  for  franks.  Did 
not  see  you  at  the  New  WiUaid  last  Monday;  waited  for  you  for  some  time. 
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Hope  you  are  all  right  Let  me  hear  from  you  soon,  and  if  yon  will  be  In 
this  city  again  before  the  15th  of  August  would  like  to  see  you  for  a  few 
minutes.    With  best  regards,  I  am. 

Respectfully,  I.  H.  McMicrael. 

Written  below  it  is 
Excuse  i)encil. 

Then  below  that: 

P.  S. — You  can  address  franks;  mark  out  word  Chicago,  111.,  and  all  will 
be  O.  K. 

Hack. 

Is  3860-3862  a  copy  of  another  statement  rendered  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   X  es. 

Senator  Keed.  3863,  3864  is  a  copy  of  another  account  rendered 
this  association? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  about  these  two  accounts.  Is  there 
anything  in  either  of  them — ^the  one  which  you  have  in  your  hand 
now  or  flie  one  just  presented  to  vou — relating  to  the  money, that  you 
paid  or  loaned  Mr.  McDermottf 

Mr.  MuLHAJLL.  I  could  not  say  that  there  is.  I  want  to  say.  for 
the  Senator's  sake,  that  a  good  part  of  the  time  some  part  of  my 
salary  would  go  to  Mr.  McI)ermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  him  out  of  your  own  pocket  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Whenever  I  had  money,  I  was  touched.  In  fact, 
I  was  a  good  thin^  down  at  two  or  three  places  on  the  Avenue. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3865,  3866  a  copy  of  another  statement  rendered 
this  association? 

Mr.  MuLHALii  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  anything  in  that  relating  to  Mr.  Mc« 
Dermott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  there  are  no  incidental  expenses  attached  to 
that. 

The  Chairman.  Had  you  been  paying  Mr.  McDermott  anything 
during  August  and  September,  1910 — ^loaning  him  any  money? 

Senator  Walsh.  Pardon  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I  have  not  under* 
stood  the  witness  to  say  that  he  had  ever  paid  Mr.  McDermott  any- 
thing, but  that  Mr.  McDermott  frequently  came  and  borrowed  mcmey 
from  him. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  loan  him  any  while  Congress  was  not  in 
session?    Were  you  in  touch  with  him  then? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  at  times  he  did  not  go  home — at  different 
times — if  I  am  not  mistaken.    I  am  not  sure  alx>ut  that 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  you  are  right  I  think  he  stayed  here 
after  Congress  adjourned,  frequently. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  he  did. 

Senator  Nelson,  You  are  right  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3867  seems  to  be  a  letter  from  one  John  G. 
Shreve,  addressed  to  you.    Did  you  get  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Eeed.  That  letter  is  as  follows : 

Shb£ve*s  Steamship  Agengt, 
Atlantic  City,  August  10, 191^. 
Col.  M.  M.  MuLHALL,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Deab  Colonel:  The  Congressman  is  yery  anxious  to  see  yon.  I  have  ar- 
langed  for  him  to  meet  you  either  at  the  hotel  or  at  his  home  Sunday  afteniQKm 
at  3  o'clock. 

Let  me  know  if  this  will  suit  your  convenience. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Jno.  Q.  Shbevk. 

Who  was  John  G.  Shrevet 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  of 
the  House  and  Mr.  Gardner's  confidential  secretary. 

Senator  Neuson.  The  Congressman  referred  to  here  was  Mr. 
Gardner  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3868,  8869  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Emery? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  portions  of  that  letter : 

Mr  Dear  James:  I  received  your  interesting  postal  from  Berlin,  and  I  am 
extremely  pleased  even  to  get  that  hrief  period  of  your  time  while  writing  It. 

I  feel  that  you  knew  before  you  left  the  States  that  T.  D.  Nichols  was 
defeated  in  the  primaries  in  the  tenth  Pennsylvania  district,  and  I  am  very 
proud  to  send  you  the  information  that  our  old  friend,  Mr.  George  A.  Pearro^ 
of  the  sixth  Maryland  district,  withdrew  out  of  the  flg^t  on  the  15th  instant, 
80  that  will  leave  us  two  active  labor  agitators  out  of  the  next  Congress.  la 
addition  to  this  I  have  had  several  interviews  lately  with  Mr.  Gardner,  of  tfa« 
second  New  Jersey  district.  He  told  me  on  Monday  evening  that  his  district  is 
in  better  shape  now  than  it  ever  was  before,  and  I  have  had  several  compll- 
ijaents  from  his  secretary,  Mr.  Shreve,  who  states  that  the  old  man  is  very 
much  pleased  with  the  way  aflTairs  are  going  in  his  district.  Besides  this,  I 
have  done  splendid  work  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district.  There  were  four 
candidates  In  that  district  again  this  year.  I  visited  all  the  parties  that  were 
seeking  the  honor  against  Hughes,  and  I  have  had  two  of  them  pull  out  In 
favor  of  Mr.  J.  Wood  McCleave.  One  of  them,  Mr.  Burke,  who  sought  the 
nomination  on  two  different  occasions,  has  agreed  to  act  as  McCleave's  maiH 
ager,  and'  another  one,  Mr.  Conklin,  has  agreed  also  to  help  out  in  this  cam< 
paign  to  beat  Hughes  and  work  in  favor  of  McCleave.  There  is  one  other  can- 
didate In  the  field  against  McCleave  at  the  present  time  by  the  name  of  Bur- 
rows, but  he  comes  from  Bergen  County,  the  same  county  that  McCleave  comea 
from,  and  we  are  sure  that  McCleave  will  get  the  delegation  from  that  county 
and  Burrows  will  not  be  in  it  McCleave  is  president  of  a  lumber  company, 
and  he  is  about  the  best-looking  candidate  that  I  have  seen  in  that  district ' 
during  the  past  eight  years.  He  is  a  major  in  the  New  Jersey  Militia,  and  wltli 
some  pushing  I  think  he  will  make  an  active  canvass  against  our  arch  enemy, 
William  Hughes. 

I  have  been  in  daily  touch  for  the  past  few  weeks  with  a  number  of  the 
leaders  of  the  party,  and  I  am  compelled  to  go  to  help  out  in  some  of  the 
Massachusetts  districts  at  the  solicitation  of  a  very  close  friend  of  ours.  X  am 
leaving  for  Boston  to-night  to  see  some  of  the  Massachusetts  leaders,  au4  I 
expect  to  do  some  good  work  while  in  that  State.  I  feel  that  I  will  be  there  for 
about  eight  or  ten  days,  so  if  you  get  this  letter  in  time  to  answer  it  before  you 
think  of  returning  send  your  answer  to  the  New  York  office. 

Yon  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  letter  a  marked  clipping  from  th# 
Baltimore  Sun  of  the  17th  instant  that  will  give  you  the  story  of  Pearre*af 
withdrawal. 

Apparently  you  landed  that  ? 

Mr.  MuiiHAix.  Yes.  • 

Senator  Nelson.  It  would  appear  from  this  letter  to  Mr.  Emery^^ 
this  i»  jovtT  letter  f 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson  (continuing).  That  you  had  gotten  oyer  your 
umbrage  against  Mr.  Emery  and  had  gotten  in  touch  with  him  again. 
It  is  a  very  friendly  letter. 

Mr.  Mttuoall.  I  imderstood  the  relations  between  Mr.  Emenr  and 
me  were  friendly  all  along,  with  the  exception  of  work.  Mr.-  Emery 
at  that  time  was  making  a  tour  with  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  their 
wives,  as  I  understood  it,  to  Europe  at  the  expense  of  the  National 
Ciouncil  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  beg  your  pardon,  Senator,  but  you  will  recall 
there  is  a  letter  back  farther  in  which  Mr.  Emery  requests  Mr.  Mul- 
hall  to  write  him,  giving  his  Berlin  address. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  remember  that  letter;  but  this  is  really  a  kind- 
hearted  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3870-3871  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

I  have  read  your  letter  with  mucti  Interest,  also  the  newspoper  clippings,  and 
note  the  fatigued  condition  of  Brother  Pearre's  system  at  being  attacked  by 
his  enemies.  It  is  too  bad  that  he  couldn't  have  seen  his  mistakes  before  he 
made  them  and  avoided  the  attacks  of  which  he  now  complains.  I  congratulate 
yon  on  his  retirement  and  hope  that  we  shall  not  have  to  reckon  with  a  worse 
^  friend  of  the  workingman  "  in  his  stead.  Poor  workingman,  God  knows  he 
needs  a  force  of  some  kind  to  save  him  from  his  friends ! 

I  am  glad  to  hear  that  Mr.  Gardner  feels  all  right,  and  hope,  first,  that  he 
will  be  successful  In  being  reelected,  and,  second,  that  if  he  is  we  shall  find  him 
always  with  us  as  against  class  legislation. 

I  note  what  you  say  about  Hughes,  and  all  the  comment  that  I  shall  make 
with  respect  to  that  un-American,  cancerous  Representative  is  that  If  he  can 
be  and  is  beaten  for  reelection  it  will  be  a  great  victory  and  an  encouraginif 
sign  that,  in  the  language  of  the  late  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  "America  will  still 
remain  American."  I  shall  look  forward  to  his  defeat  with  much  anxiety,  I 
assure  you.  May  McCleave  or  some  other  honest  American  sound  his  political 
death  knell.  Keep  up  the  good  work.  We  have  much  to  discourage  us,  if  we 
are  disposed  to  be  discouraged;  but,  after  all,  we  have  more  to  encourage  us, 
and  we  should  persistently  hammer  away,  with  the  Hughes  amendment  to  the 
sundry  civil  bill  as  a  lesson  of  the  importance  of  future  vigilance. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  S872,  3873  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
J.  Adam  Bede? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  1  will  read  that  letter,  as  follows : 

Confidential.] 

August  26,  1010. 
Hon.  J.  Adam  Beds,  Pine  City,  Minn, 

Mt  Deab  Mb.  Bede  :  I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  several  times  in 
Washington,  and  numerous  members  of  our  organization  are  well  acquainted 
with  your  splendid  ability  as  an  orator. 

A  large  number  of  the  manufacturers  are  interested  in  the  return  of  a 
Bepubllcan  House,  believing  that  the  present  tariff  bill,  which  they  consider  a 
very  fair  bill,  has  not  been  given  due  consideration  or  a  fair  trial,  and  fe^ 
positive  also  that  the  Republican  Party  will  solve  this  question  much  better 
than  the  Democratic  Party  can  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufacturer,  as  well  as 
the  mechanic,  throughout  this  land  of  ours. 

While  in  Boston  last  Monday  I  had  an  interview  with  the  Hon.  Charles  BL 
Hatfield,  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  committee  of  that  State  (Massa- 
chvsetts),  and  he  is  very  anxious  to  secure  your  services  for  several  speeches 
in  his  State,  and  requested  me  to  write  you  to  see  if  you  had  any  engagements 
open  in  the  coming  campaign.  The  manufacturing  Interests,  as  well  as  the  labor 
Interests,  are  particularly  anxious  in  Massachusetts  to  see  that  there  is  a  Re- 
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publican  House  returned  this  year,  and  we  know  of  no  man  who  can  lay  before 
the  people  In  the  East  this  Important  question  better  than  you  can,  so  If  yoa 
have  any  engagements  open  we  would  be  pleased  to  learn  of  It,  or  If  you  wlU 
write  direct  to  Mr.  Ghas.  E.  Hatfield,  chairman  of  the  Bepubllcan  State  com- 
mittee, Boston,  Mass.,  I  know  that  Mr.  Hatfield  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  secure 
your  services  in  the  coming  campaign.  We  Imow  very  well  that  your  time  will 
be  taken  up  in  Minnesota,  but  know  also  that  you  are  always  a  splendid  fightinc 
Republican,  who  has  spread  the  gospel  in  many  States  in  the  past  We  tem. 
that  you  might  be  able  to  spare  the  time  In  the  present  campaign  to  lend  a 
hand  in  the  ISast ;  at  least,  we  trust  that  this  Is  the  case  in  the  present  Instance^ 

We  hope  to  get  a  favorable  reply  to  this  letter,  or  if  you  will  write  to  Mr.  Hat- 
field direct,  as  he  is  anxious  to  secure  your  services  to  help  out  in  this  fight.  It 
will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Hoping  to  hear  that  you  are  in  the  best  of  health  and  that  you  will  be  able 
to  come,  believe  me  as  ever. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  , 

no  Broadway,  JHevo  York,  N.  F. 

Senator  Nelbon.  Did  you  get  a  reply  from  Mr.  Bede  to  this  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee  got  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bede. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  sir;  I  would  not  say  that  I 
did  or  did  not.    I  think  I  did,  however. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  at  this  point  until  half  past  10 
to-morrow  morning. 

^Thereupon,  at  6  o'clock  and  80  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
adjourned  until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.«  to-morrow,  Friday,  July  25, 
1913.) 
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publican  House  returned  this  year,  and  we  know  of  no  man  who  can  lay  hefore 
the  people  in  the  East  this  important  question  better  than  you  can,  so  if  you 
have  any  engagements  open  we  would  be  pleased  to  learn  of  it,  or  if  you  will 
write  direct  to  Mr.  Ohas.  E.  Hatfield,  chairman  of  the  Republican  State  com- 
mittee, Boston,  Mass.,  I  know  that  Mr.  Hatfield  will  be  greatly  pleased  to  secure 
your  services  in  the  coming  campaign.  AVe  know  very  well  that  your  time  will 
l>e  taken  up  In  Minnesota,  but  know  also  that  you  are  always  a  splendid  fighting 
Republican,  who  has  spread  the  gospel  In  many  States  in  the  past.  We  feel 
that  you  might  be  able  to  spare  the  time  in  the  present  campaign  to  lend  a 
hand  in  the  East;  at  least,  we  trust  that  this  Is  the  case  in  the  present  instance. 

We  hope  to  get  a  favorable  reply  to  this  letter,  or  if  you  will  write  to  Mr.  Hat- 
field direct,  ns  he  is  anxious  to  secure  your  services  to  help  out  in  this  fight,  it 
will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Hoping  to  hear  that  you  are  in  the  best  of  health  and  that  you  will  be  able 
to  come,  believe  me  as  ever. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  , 

110  Broadway,  New  Xprk,  N,  Y, 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply  from  Mr.  Bede  to  this  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  1  think  the  chairman  of  the  State  committee  got  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Bede. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  that,  sir;  I  would  not  say  that  I 
did  or  did  not.    I  think  I  did,  however. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  at  this  point  until  half  past  10 
lo-morrow  morning. 

(Thereupon,  at  5  o'clock  and  30  minutes  p.  m.,  the  subcommittee 
adjourned  until  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.,  to-morrow,  Friday,  July  25, 
1913.) 


FBIDAY,  JULY  25,  1913. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Was  king  tony  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10.80  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  and  Nelson. 

The  Chairman.  I  have  here  a  resolution  adopted  by  the  Lamar 
County  Farmers'  Union,  of  Lamar  County,  Tex.,  which  has  been 
sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Bowen,  who  testified  before  this  committee.  This 
resolution  is  in  regard  to  the  duty  on  jute  and  burlap.  Mr.  Bowen 
said  in  his  testimony  that  he  would  like  to  send  to  the  committee  a 
copy  of  a  resolution.     This  should  be  printed  in  the  record. 

(The  resolution  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Bowen  Exhibit  No.  1. 
[KoBolutlon  No.  3,  adopted  by  Lamnr  County  Farmors'  roion  July  17  and  18.] 

Rettohed,  by  the  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union,  in  regular  session,  July  17 
and  IS,  19 IS,  That  we  favor  the  ufe  of  cotton  sacks,  twine,  and  roin*  in  the  place 
of  Jute  and  burhi|)  by  the  United  States  Government;  and  we  believe  that  the 
United  States  Goveniment  should  set  the  example  of  using  cotton  only  and,  if 
need  be.  to  put  a  heavy  duty  on  Jute  and  burlap;  and  that  a  copy  of  these 
resolutions  l>e  ma i let!  to  Senator  Morris  Sheppard  and  our  Representative,  Hon. 
Horace  W.  Vaughan,  and  to  Senator  I^ee  Overman,  chairman  of  the  United 
States  Senate  lobby  committee,  all  at  Washington,  D.  C,  with  a  letter  explain- 
ing that  we  have  passed  resolutions  on  the  above  lines,  for  the  last  six  years 
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urging  that  all  citizens  of  the  United  States  use  only  cotton  sacks  and  cotton 
wrapping  cloths  and  twine  and  rope  Instead  of  similar  articles  made  from 
jute  and  burlap;  and  we  have  forwarded  such  resolutions  to  our  Members  of 
Congress  from  time  to  time;  and  we  indorse  the  good  worlt  done  by  us  by 
brother  R.  D.  Bowen  In  above  and  other  respects  for  over  seven  years,  and 
he  has  been  our  chairman  of  the  greater  consumption  of  cotton  committee  ever 
since  we  commenced  the  work. 
Respectfully  submitted  to  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union. 

J.  H.  Bailey, 
Chdirman  Resolution  Committee, 
R.  E.  L.  Jackson, 
G.  W.  Lawjley, 

Secretary. 

Unanimously  adopted  by  the  Lamar  County  Farmers'  Union  at  Cross  BoadR 
local  on  July  18,  1913. 

[SEAL.1      .  Clarence  M.  Hopper, 

Secretary  Lamar  County  Farmers*  Union,  Paris,  R.  7. 

Jno.  B.  Steele, 
President  Lam^ar  County  Farmers*  Union,  Brookston,  R,  I, 

TESTIMONT  OF  HABTIN  HICHAEL  MULHALL— Besumed. 

The  Chaikman.  Senator  Walsh,  we  stopped  at  No.  3874.  Will 
you  take  up  the  examination  at  that  point? 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3874  is  a  letter  which  was  written  by  you  to 
Mr.  Bannon,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  ought  to  be  read.  I  will  read  this 
part  of  it: 

This  organization  has  taken  up  its  political  activities,  and  as  I  have  not 
heard  from  you  for  a  long  time  I  felt  I  ought  write  you  and  see  if  I  could 
be  of  any  service. 

I  am  writing  Mr.  George  D.  Selby  by  this  mail  for  information  concerning 
matters  in  Portsmouth,  so  I  am  anxious  to  hear  from  you  also,  to  know  if 
the  coast  is  clear  and  if  you  are  coming  back  to  the  next  Congress.  There  are 
a  number  of  your  friends  that  were  in  the  last  House  that  I  have  met  frequently 
since  Congress  closed,  and  all  of  them  will  be  pleased  to  see  you  back  again, 
for  it  will  be  like  an  old  friend  coming  back  to  those  who  have  missed  him  very 
much.  This  is  the  way  a  lot  of  the  boys  feel  about  it,  so  if  I  can  be  of 
any  service  or  if  any  of  our  members  can  be  of  any  service  to  you  in 
your  district,  please  let  me  know  and  I  will  write  them  the  moment  I  hear 
from  you.  So  closing  with  the  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping  to  hear  that  yon 
are  enjoying  good  health,  believe  me,  as  ever. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  this  man  Selby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  is  the  president  of  the  Selby  Shoe  Co.,  at  Ports- 
mouth, Ohio,  where  the  strike  was  in  1909. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  in  relation  to  the  strike  matter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  Well,  not  his  coming  back  did  not  relate 
to  a  strike  matter,  Senator.    You  asked  me  who  Selby  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  has  no  reference  to  strike  matters. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  says,  "  concerning  matters  in  Portsmouth." 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  he  says:  "I  am  writing  Mr.  Greorge  D. 
Selby."    You  refer  to  that? 

Senator  Neusjon.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  the  letter  he  wrote  Selby  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

The  Chahiman.  3875,  3876  is  a  letter  you  sent  to  J.  P.  Bird,  is  it  ? 


Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Wamh.  I  read  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Mb.  Bird:  I  left  Boston  last  evening  and  came  to  this  city  to  do 
a  few  days'  work  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

I  was  extremely  successful  while  in  Boston  and  have  been  in  dally  confer- 
ence with  a  number  of  the  leaders  from  Massachusetts 

I  had  a  long  interview  yesterday  with  Senator  Lodge,  and  two  interviews 
with  our  friend  Mr.  Cox  and  a  number  of  other  leaders  the  past  few  days. 

I  had  Mr.  Ridge,  of  Providence,  worlcing  with  me  while  I  was  in  Boston, 
and  had  a  very  successful  meeting  last  Monday  night  This  meeting  was  at- 
tended by  over  20  prominent  labor  workers,  many  of  them  the  heads  of  their 
organizations  in  and  around  Boston.  We  formed  a  temporary  organization, 
and  I  showed  to  ^Senator  Lodge  yesterday  the  list  of  those  who  attended  the 
meeting;  I  have  also  given  to  Mr.  Cox  a  full  list  of  those  who  attended  the 
meeting  Monday  night.  There  is  a  splendid  opportunity  for  us  to  strengthen 
ourselves  with  the  eastern  leaders,  and  I  believe  that  the  work  I  am  now  doing 
will  accomplish  this  fact. 

Mr.  Cox  and  I  have  had  several  conferences  with  the  chairman  of  the  State 
committee,  Mr.  Charles  E.  Hatfield,  and  Mr.  Hatfield  is  extremely  anxious  for 
our  aid  in  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts  this  year. 

Senator  Lodge  paid  us  all  kinds  of  compliments  for  the  work  we  are  doing, 
and  I  know  we  will  have  his  aid  more  actively  than  ever  before  in  the  next 
Congress. 

I  shall  make  this  report  more  fully  when  I  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  yon 

again;  but  I  am  completely  satisfied  with  the  situation  as  it  is  in  the  East 

at  the  present  time  and  hope  to  gain  all  the  success  that  we  are  anticipating, 

so  close  with  very  best  wishes  and  hoping  lo  see  you  soon,  believe  me,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  j^urs. 


110  Broadway,  New  York,  N.  Y. 

P.  S. — Please  find  inclosed  copy  of  letter  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Watson  to-day. 
I  hope  you  will  use  your  influence  with  him  to  have  him  carry  out  this  program. 

The  Chairman.  3877-3878  is  a  letter  dated  August  26,  1910,  to 
George  D.  Selby.    Did  you  write  that  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  was  probably  the  letter  referred  to  in  the 
earlier  one. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  guess  so. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

My  Deab  Mb.  Sexby:  I  have  been  extremely  anxious  for  some  time  to  get 
tlie  latest  news  from  Portsmouth,  and  it  will  be  a  great  help  this  year  to  have 
a  Democrat  from  that  district  left  at  home  and  a  splendid  fighting  Republican, 
as  you  had  before,  come  from  the  Portsmouth  district. 

I  have  written  Mr.  Henry  Bannon  this  a.  m.,  and  I  am  anxious  to  know  if 
he  will  receive  the  nomination  this  year,  for  I  know  if  you  give  your  aid  this 
year  tliat  he  will  be  a  Member  again  of  the  next  House. 

Although  we  had  a  very  strenuous  winter  last  session,  we  were  completely  suc- 
ceesfnl  in  stopping  all  vicious  class  legislation,  particularly  the  eight-hour  bills 
that  were  offered  by  the  labor  unions,  their  injunction  bills,  and  their  amend- 
ment to  the  Sherman  law. 

We  have  been  very  fortunate  also  this  summer  in  beating  in  the  primaries 
two  of  the  most  vicious  labor  agitators  that  were  in  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, Mr.  George  A.  Pearre,  who  served  six  terms  from  Maryland  and  who  was 
known  to  all  of  the  business  men  of  the  country  on  account  of  his  vicious  in- 
junction bill.  He  was  defeated  in  the  primaries  on  the  16th  instant  We  also 
defeated  Mr.  T.  D.  Nichols  this  summer  from  the  lOth  Pennsylvania  district 
He  was  formerly  president  of  the  anthracite  miners'  unions  in  and  around 
ScrantoD,  Pa.  So,  with  these  two  men  out  of  Congress,  and  with  the  prospects 
we  have  of  defeating  several  others  this  year,  we  feel  that  if  you  will  give  us 
a  good  Republican  from  your  district  we  will  be  well  fortified  in  the  next  Con- 
gress against  the  labor  agitators. 

I  sent  you  numerous  documents  last  year  from  Washington,  and  I  am  taking 
the  liberty  of  sending  to  Mrs.  Selby  the  latest  cookbook  issued  by  the  Agricnl- 
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tural  Department,  called  Uncle  Sam's*  Cookbook.  I  hope  that  Mrs.  Selby  will 
put  it  to  good  use  and  keep  j'ou  in  good  fighting  trim  for  the  next  twenty 
years  to  come. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3879  a  letter  addressed  by  you  to  Charles 
M.  Jarvis? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  of  the  same  tenor. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  simply  this  part: 

I  sent  you  numerous  documents  last  winter  from  Washington,  and  I  have 
one  of  Uncle  Sam's  latest  cookbooks  issued  by  the  Agricultural  Department, 
which  I  will  forward  to  you  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  you.  I  have  taken  the 
liberty  of  putting  Mrs.  Jarvis's  name  upon  it. 

The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3880  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Shreve  to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  dated  Atlantic  City,  August  28,  1910. 
Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

Dear  Colon ix:  The  Congressman  is  anxious  to  see  you  and  will  be  here 
in  Atlantic  City  Wednesday  night  and  all  day  Thursday  of  this  week.'   Let 
me  know  on  receipt  of  this  if  you  can  get  down  and  when. 
Very  truly,  yours. 

Jno.  G.  Shreve. 

The  Chairman.  Is  3881-3882  a  letter  addressed  by  Henry  Bannon 
to  you? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

My  Dear  Sir  :  The  congressional  situation  in  this  district  Is  again  in  turmoil 
and  thoroughly  mixed  up.  The  present  Representative,  Mr.  A.  R.  Johnson, 
announced  that  he  would  be  a  candidate  for  a  second  term  before  the  primaries. 
As  it  has  always  been  customary  to  give  a  Representative  a  second  term  In 
this  district  he  had  no  opiiositiou,  l>ecause  it  would  have  been  useless  to  have 
opposed  him.  It  now  turns  out  that  he  was  not  a  candidate  in  good  faith  at 
all,  because  shortly  after  he  received  the  renoniination  he  tendered  his  resigna- 
tion. Under  the  law  of  Ohio  it  is  the  duty  of  the  congressional  committee  to 
fill  the  vacancy.  Committeemen  were  selected  in  the  different  counties  who 
were  hostile  to  me.  I  paid  no  attention  to  that  matter,  because  nobody 
presumed  that  Mr.  Johnson  intended  to  resign.  However,  I  did  take  an  active 
part  in  the  primaries.  The  whole  scheme  is  simply  one  of  political  trickery  to 
keep  the  selection  of  a  Representative  in  Congress  out  of  tlie  hands  of  the  people 
of  this  district,  and  how  long  they  are  going  to  stand  for  such  iK>litical 
conduct  remains  to  be  seen.  This  district  is  strongly  Republican,  and  it  has 
been  said  that  if  a  yellow  dog  gets  on  the  ticket  for  Congress  he  will  be  sure 
and  be  elected.  But  if  such  conduct  as  this  is  kei>t  up  too  long  it  will  be  found 
that  the  people  will  turn  against  it. 

With  personal  regards,  I  am. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Henry  Bannon. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3883  is  omitted  on  account  of  its  being  a  per- 
sonal  letter. 

Is  3884,  3885  a  letter  addressed  by  you  to  David  M.  Parry? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  nothing  in  that,  except  what  is 
cumulative. 

The  Chairman.  It  says  he  has  been  sending  out  to  several  of  his 
friends  the  latest  issue  of  Uncle  Sam's  cookbooK. 

Is  No.  3886  a  letter  addressed  by  you  to  John  G.  Shreve  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  He  is  the  private  secretary  of  Mr.  Gardner? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  or  was  at  that  time.    He  is  not  now.  Senator. 
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Senator  Walsh.  It  reads : 

My  Dear  John  :  Yours  of  the  2Sth  with  clipping  inclosed  has  just  been  re- 
ceived this  moment  and  I  have  read  it  very  carefully. 

I  see  nothing  at  all  in  Pierce's  letter  to  be  alarmed  about. 

I  have  a  very  imjwrtant  engagement  for  Wednesday  and  Thursday,  but  I 
shall  be  in  Atlantic  City  on  Friday,  Saturday,  and  Sunday,  and  will  remain 
there  all  the  following  week  if  Mr.  Gardner  desires  me  to  do  so. 

There  have  been  several  attaclcs  of  this  kind  made  in  the  labor  unions  which 
did  not  leak  put  to  yourself  and  Mr.  Gardner,  but  this  is  the  first  time  that  I 
have  noticed  they  have  come  out  in  the  public  prints.  The  attacks  that  have 
been  made  heretofore  have  not  amounted  to  a  row  of  pins,  so  I  can  not  under- 
stand why  you  should  be  alarmed  about  Pierce. 

If  I  had  not  made  arrangements,  I  certainly  would  be  In  Atlantic  on  Wednes- 
day and  Thursday,  but  assure  Mr.  Gardner  that  I  shall  remain  in  his  district 
from  the  second  to  the  tenth,  and  during  this  time  I  shall  l>e  glad  to  meet  both 
yourself  and  your  Congressman  concerning  matters  in  his  district. 

The  Chairman.  Is  3887,  3888  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Joy  ?       ' 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Mr.  Joy  seems  to  have  gotten  a  cookbook,  too. 
The  Chairman.  He  says : 

Mt  Dear  Mr.  Joy  :  All  through  the  last  session  of  Congress  I  sent  you  numer- 
ous documents  along  with  the  Congi'essional  Record;  also  a  United  States  map. 

You  seem  to  have  been  sending  out  a  great  many  documents. 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  Under  whose  frank  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Under  the  franks  of  Mr.  McDermott,  Mr.  Fair- 
child,  and  Mr.  Gardner,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 
The  Chairman.  Is  No.  3889  a  letter  from  Mr.  Selby  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  3890  a  letter  from  you  to  the  President  of  the  United  States? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that : 

My  Dear  Mr.  President:  Tliis  organization  and 'two  hundred  and  forty  others 
which  affiliate  with  it  under  the  heading  of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial 
Defense,  has  been  for  the  past  several  months  talking  an  active  part  in  this 
present  campaign  tlirough  the  Nation.  We  have  in  one  organization  over 
47.000  manufacturers,  and  a  large  majority  of  those  are  active  supporters  of 
your  administration. 

I  am  sending  this  letter  aslcing  for  an  interview  for  our  general  manager, 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  and  your  humble  servant,  feeling  that  it  will  be  a  great  help 
to  have  a  number  of  the  leaders  of  the  manufacturing  associations  in  touch 
with  the  leaders  of  our  party  throughout  the  country  in  the  present  crisis,  so. 
this  organization  would  take  it  as  a  great  honor  if  you  would  grant  an  interview 
to  Mr.  John  Philip  Bird  and  the  writer  of  this  letter. 

Closing  with  great  respect. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  get  a  reply  from  Mr.  Taft  to  that  letter? 

Mr.  Mn.HALL.  I  believe  I  did,  sir:  from  his  secretary.  The  let- 
ter  will  show,  I  think.    I  know  I  got  a  reply. 

The  Chairman.  Let  me  see  the  original  of  No.  3891  before  it  is 
handed  to  the  witness. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  seems  to  be  some  of  it  omitted  in  the  print. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  newspaper  people  had  it  folded  up,  this  way 
[indicating],  and  omitted  the  first  paragraph. 

The  Chairman.  Is  that  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  addressed  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  it  from  the  original. 
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(Senator  Walsh  here  read  in  full  No.  3891.) 
'  The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  first  part  ought  to  be  printed, 
as  it  is  personal. 

Senator  Neuson.  What  we  have  in  the  print  is  sufficient. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  a  reference  to  the  cookbook,  bound  and 
"  gilded." 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  that  ought  to  go  in. 

(The  indicated  portions  of  the  letter  are  as  follows:) 

I  want  to  say  right  now  that  Uncle  Sam*8  cookbook,  which  you  said  was 
inclosed  in  separate  package,  has  been  received.  Mrs.  Klrby  will  acknowledge 
the  receipt  to  Mrs.  MulhalU  who,  I  assume,  is  responsible  for  the  sending  of  it. 
In  the  meantime,  I  extend  my  thanks  to  both  of  you,  not  only  for  the  book 
itself,  but  for  the  extra  manner  in  which  it  is  bound  and  "gilded."  I  shall 
probably  never  see  inside  of  it  myself.  Mrs.  Kirby  has  glanced  throu^  it 
and  pronounces  it  a  very  valuable  household  adjunct. 

I  note  copies  of  your  letters  of  the  26th  to  Messrs.  Bird  and  Watson,  in  the 
contents  of  which  I  am  greatly  interested,  yet  I  feel  constrained  to  again 
remind  you  of  the  danger  of  putting  too  much  on  paper.  I  have  been  expressly 
impressed  with  this  thought  since  having  my  grip  put  off  at  Columbus  by  a 
porter  while  I  was  bound  for  New  York,  the  grip  contained  a  package  of 
correspondence,  among  which  was  copies  of  your  reports  from  Atlantic  City, 
which  would  have  made  interesting  reading  had  the  papers  happened  to  have 
gotten  into  some  particular  person's  hands.  I  shall  at  all  times  be  glad  to 
hear  from  you,  but  I  suggest  that  you  be  careful  about  going  into  details  as 
to  your  maneuvers,  which,  as  a  rule,  can  best  be  reported  verbally  to  Mr.  Bird. 

I  have  had  several  letters  from  Messrs.  Schwedtman  and  Emery,  and  they 
report  fine  progress. 

The  Chairman.  I  want  to  ask  you  about  that  cookbook.  How 
many  of  those  bound  and  gilded  morocco  copies  were  there?  Were 
they*  all  that  way  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALU  I  think  there  were  60  sent  out  that  way,  Senator, 
altogether. 

The  Chairman.  Under  one  frank? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  they  were  sent  out  separately,  to  different  per- 
sons. 

The  Chairman.  You  sent  out  50  bound  morocco  gilded  cookbooks? 

Mr.  Muuiall.  I  believe  that  was  about  the  number.  I  am  not 
sure.  A  witness  who  will  follow  me  will  tell  you  that  better  than 
I  can. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  is  a  matter  somebody  ought  to  in- 
quire into.  Can  you  recall  who  furnished  those  50  morocco-bound 
and  gilded  copies? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chamman.  Who? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  James  T.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Printing  Office  did  it  at  his  instance? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  Colonel,  do  you  recall  what  particular  reports  of 
yours  those  are  that  are  referred  to  in  this  letter,  "  copies  of  your 
reports  from  Atlantic  City"? 

When  were  you  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  clear  on  that.  If  you  will  look  at  the 
date  of  the  letter  I  might  tell  you. 

Senator  Walsh.  When  were  you  at  Atlantic  City  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  made  several  trips  on  and  off,  Senator,  all 
through  that  summer. 
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Senator  Walsh.  It  has  already  appeared  that  you  went  there  im 
mediately  after  the  adjournment? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  I  have  been  to  Atlantic  City — I  was  taking 
an  active  interest  that  year  in  four  Jersey  districts;  that  was  the 
second,  the  sixth,  the  seventh,  and  the  eighth. 

Senator  Reed.  We  read  that  Atlantic  City  letter  yesterday. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes ;  I  think  it  would  be  valuable  for  us  to  recur 
to  that  right  now. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  rule  with  reference  to  binding  is  that 
only  one  copy  can  be  bound  in  morocco. 

Senator  Kelson.  For  the  use  of  the  Member  or  Senator  himself. 

The  Chairman.  For  the  use  of  the  Senator  or  Member  himself, 
under  the  rules  of  the  House  and  Senate.  It  is  astonishing  if  he  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  60  copies  from  one  man. 

Senator  Nelson.  As  I  understood  him,  he  said  he  got  them  at  the 
instance  of  Congressman  McDermott. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  there  is  a  witness  who  will  follow  me  later 
on.  Senator,  who  will  clear  up  that  matter  thoroughly. 

The  Chairman.  The  distribution  of  documents  bound  in  that  way, 
anything  except  for  the  Senators'  or  Members'  own  use,  is  clearly 
against  the  law. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.  You  do  not  know  whether  you  or  the  asso- 
ciation or  McDermott  paid  the  Government  Printing  OflSce  for 
this  extra  work? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  will  put  it  that  way,  as  I  said  yesterday, 
Senator,  Mr.  McDermott  borrowed  at  diflferent  times.  I  do  not  know 
whether  you  would  call  that  paying  or  not. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  borrowed  from  you,  but  you  do  not  know 
whether  he  paid  anything  to  the  Government  Printing  Office  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  he  did  not.  There  was  all  kinds  of  docu- 
ments furnished  through  Mr. 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  I  mean  these  extra  cookbooks. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir ;  there  was  nothing  paid  for  it  that  I  could 
remember  of.  At  least  I  was  given  that  impression,  that  there  was 
no  payment  required. 

The  Chairman.  Were  there  any  other  bound  documents? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  were  several  documents — of  the  revision  of 
the  laws.  I  think.  Senator,  and  such  as  that  was — bound  in  the  same 

Senator  Nelson.  When  you  find  that  Atlantic  City  report.  Senator 
Reed,  please  give  me  the  number. 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  looking  for  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  3556  is  a  letter  to  Kirby  written  in  February. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  believe,  Senator,  that  I  wrote  any  reports 
from  Atlantic  City  in  February.  I  think  that  must  have  been  from 
Washington,  because  the  reports  I  wrote  there  was  generally  in 
Mr.  Shreve's  office,  with  his  stenographer. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  would  not  delay  to  look  for  that  any  longer  now. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3892. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  Mr.  Norton, 
Secretary  to  the  President,  addressed  to  you,  is  it  not  ?  Did  you  get 
that  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes, 
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The  Chairman.  That  is  as  follows: 

My  Deab  Sib:  The  President  has  received  your  letter  of  August  30,  and  will 
be  glad  to  see  you  and  Mr.  Bird  on  Monday  afternoon.  Septenil>er  12.  Please 
come  to  the  President's  offices,  at  1)1  I/otlirop  Street,  which  is  on  the  water  front 
nearly  opiKJsite  the  Fairfax  Hotel. 

Very  truly,  yours,  C.  D.  Norton. 

i^rcreiaiff  to  the  PrcftUlent. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3893  is  a  duplicate  of  Xo.  3802. 
Is  No.  3894  a  letter  that  you  received  from  J.  Adam  Bede  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  one  to  Mr.  Bede  that  was  read  yesterday. 
Senator  Reed.  Yes.     This  letter  is  dated  Macon,  Mo.,  August  31, 
1910,  and  I  will  read  this: 

Yours  of  August  26  to  hand  here,  where  I  am  on  a  Chautauqua  circuit.  I 
finish  this  work  next  Sunday,  September  4.  and  may  Jump  over  into  Maine  for 
the  close  of  the  campaign  there.  As  j-et  I  have  made  no  promises  fpr  the  fair 
camimlgn,  and  would  be  glad  to  do  anything  jjossible  to  aid  the  cause  In  Massa- 
chusetts. Any^thlng  to  my  home.  Pine  City.  Minn.,  will  reach  me;  and  if  I  go 
to  Maine  I  will  see  Mr.  Hatfield  In  Boston. 

No.  3895  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3894. 

The  next  is  3896,  3897.  That  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Parry,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  paragraph  from  that  letter : 

I  want  to  thank  you  for  your  kind  remembrance  and  sending  Mrs.  Parry  a 
copy  of  *•  Uncle  Sam's  Cook  Book."  This  she  would,  no  doubt,  be  only  too 
happy  to  thank  you  for  herself,  but  the  fact  Is  that  she  Is  in  Euroi)e  with  part 
of  the  family,  and  I  do  not  look  for  her  to  return  untU  some  time  the  latter 
part  of  this  month. 

I  don't  get  down  to  Washington  very  often,  as  you  know,  but  you  can  rest 
assured  that  when  I  do  come  It  would  be  a  great  pleasure  for  me  to  pull  your 
latchstring. 

I  want  to  compliment  you  on  the  work  yon  have  accomplished  in  reference 
to  Nichols  and  Pearre.  You  certainly  did  both  great  and  good  work,  and  are 
entlt-eii  to  great  credit.     I  have  read  the  cllpi>ings  with  much  Interest. 

Now.  as  to  my  friend  Beveridge,  I  can  not  account  for  a  lot  of  things  that  he 
does,  but,  as  I  have  personally  told  him,  if  he  does  not  change  his  tactics  he 
Is  dead  sure  to  lose  out. 

No.  3898  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Shreve.  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  unimportant,  although  the  inclosure 
might  be  important. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  newspaper  clipping  about  the  Bucks 
Stove  &  Range  Co. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     I  will  read  this : 

*  St.  Louis,  Mo..  September  3. 

Charles  W.  Post,  cereal  manufacturer  of  Bnttle  Creek,  Mich.,  who  has  waged 
relentless  war  on  organized  lalnir  for  many  years,  filed  suit  in  the  Fedenil  court 
here  this  afternoon  to  enjoin  the  American  Fwleratlon  of  Labor  and  the  Buck's 
Stove  and  Range  Co.  from  carrying  out  an  agreement  to  make  the  St.  Louis 
company  a  "  closed  shop." 

In  l>ehalf  of  the  Buck's  company.  Post  asks  Judgment  for  $7r».0fH>.  alleged  to 
be  treble  the  amount  of  damages  suffered  by  union  labor's  boycott  against  the 
company.     Samuel  Gomi>er8  is  here. 

3899,  3900  is  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this  association,  is 

it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Look  at  that  account  and  see  if  there  is  any  item 
there  in  reference  to  any  money  advanced  by  you  to  Congressman 
McDermott  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.   No. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  item : 

Aug.  27.  Paid  to  two  labor  workers  for  wilary  and  expenses  for  one  week  for 
services  rendered  and  information  furnished  in  New  Jersey  district.  $80. 

Who  were  those  two  men  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  Mr.  Feeney  and  his  workers. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  two  items  there.  The  next  is  Sep- 
tember 3.  That  one  was  on  August  27.  Did  you  pay  both  to  Mr. 
Feeney  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  did  you  pay  the  money  to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  generally  used  to  meet  him  in  the  Continental 
Hotel  in  Philadelphia. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  paid  it  to  him  there  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  check  or  in  cash? 

Mr.  MuLHAi^.  In  cash  always. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  the  one  that  distributed  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  any  of  that  money  used  to  furnish  money 
for  Mr.  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  not  that  I  am  aware  of  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  the  preceding  page  of  this  same  accouht  there 
is  the  following  item : 

Aug.  31.  Paid  to  one  party  worker  for  entertaining  friends  while  doing  or- 
ganization work,  $11.50. 

» 

Who  was  that  to  whom  you  made  that  payment  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  My  mind  is  not  clear  upon  that. 
Senator  Nelson.  You  are  sure  that  you  paid  it  to  somebody? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  sure  that  it  was  paid ;  yes. 
Senator  Nelson.  Are  these  dates  of  payments  that  you  have  given 
in  the  account  correct  dates,  so  far  as  you  know  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  the  payments  were  madet 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
The  Chairman.  I  notice  on  the  next  page  the  following  item : 

Aug.  6.  Incidental  expenses  from  August  25  to  September  6,  $17. 

Then,  also  the  following : 

Aug.  6.  Personal  expenses  from  August  25  to  September  6,  $134.65. 

Those  seem  to  be  for  incidental  and  personal  expenses. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Incidental  expenses  included  postage  and  telephone 
and  other  things. 

The  Chairman.  That  was  all  personal  expense? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Was  there  any  part  of  that  that  might  have  been 
used  in  the  way  of  money  loaned  or  advanced  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  not  at  that  time,  because  I  was  not  in  touch 
with  Mr.  McDermott  at  that  time,  as  near  as  I  can  remember. 

Senator  Reed.  3901-3907  is  a  duplicate  of  3899,  3900. 
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Is  3908,  3909  a  copy  of  another  account  that  you  rendered  to  this 
association? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  dated  September  18,  1910,  and  I  call  atten- 
tion to  the  last  two  items  of  the  account: 

Sept  6  to  18.  Paid  out  for  labor,  $190.00. 
Sept  6  to  18.  Personal  expenses,  $173.35. 

That  is  a  total  of  the  amount.    It  covers  the  whole  account,  bring- 
ing that  together,  and  the  total  of  those  two  is  $363.35. 
Senator  Nelson.  I  find  an  item  as  follows : 

Sept  9.  Paid  to  two  labor  workers  for  one  week,  salary  and  expenses,  for  In- 
formation fumlsbed  and  services  rendered  in  the  second  New  Jersey  dia- 
trict,  $80. 

Who  were  those  two  labor  workers? 

Mr.  MuLHALii.  This  is  Mr.  Feeney's  work. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  the  money  to  him  at  that  time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  I  will  not  say  that  it  was  paid  on  that  exact 
date.    I  will  say  that  it  was  due  on  that  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  paid  it  to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  paid.  It  would  be  paid ;  because  as  I  stated 
to  you  yesterday,  I  never  made  up  those  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  the  next  page,  toward  the  last  part  of  your 
account,  there  is  this  item : 

Sept  17.  Paid  to  two  party  workers  for  one  week's  salary  and  expenses  for 
services  rendered  and  information  furnished  in  the  second  New  Jersey  dis- 
trict, $80. 

Was  that  paid  to  Feeney  also? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yea 

Senator  Nelson.  In  the  same  manner? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  was  a  pretty  expensive  district,  or  Feeney  was 
an  expensive  man? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  I  thought  he  was  an  extremely  cheap  man. 

Senator  Nelbon.  Is  there  any  item  in  this  account  relating  to  the 
money  that  you  loaned  to  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  there  was  at  that  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  Or  any  of  the  money  that  you  advanced  to  Mc- 
Michael  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  No. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3910  is  an  account  from  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant. 

The  Chaieman.  3911,  3912  is  another  account. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  render  that  account  just  referred  to  by  the 
chairman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention,  with  reference  to  the  last 
account,  and  the  item  of  the  17th  to  which  attention  was  directed,  $80 
to  Mr.  Feeney,  to  the  fact  that  the  second  item  after  that  in  this  bill 
is  for  ''  Transportation  from  Philadelphia  to  Baltimore  by  mileage, 
chair,  $0.50." 

In  regard  to  No.  3911  this  same  item,  "paid  to  labor  workers, 
$80,''  appears,  and  it  appears  again  on  the  17th.  That  is  a  duplicate 
of  the  previous  account,  is  it  not? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  a  rule  the  accounts  were  made  out  in  handwrit- 
ing and  then  on  the  typewriter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  is  a  substantial  duplicate  of  the  ac- 
count that  we  have.  That  is,  3911,  3912  appears  to  be  a  practical 
duplicate  of  3900. 

The  Chairman.  The  totals  are  the  same. 

Senator  Neu9on.  I  think  it  is.  I  noticed  those  two  items.  I  think 
we  should  have  but  one  account. 

The  Chairman.  Strike  it  out 

Senator  Reed.  Yes ;  that  should  be  stricken  out. 

•No.  3913  is  a  letter  marked  "  Confidential "  and  addressed  to  Mr. 
John  G.  Shreve.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  written  by  you  or  by  some- 
body else? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  This  was  written  by  me  to  Mr.  Shreve. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  consequence  in  that. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  3914r^916. 

Senator  Waisu.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  that. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  this  one  paragraph,  which  I  have  marked. 
Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  received  from  James  E.  Watson  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  an  original  letter  from 
Mr.  Watson  to  myself. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it: 

I  guRgest  that  you  have  Senator  Crane,  or  the  Member  of  Congress  from  the 
district  in  which  you  want  me  to  speak,  write  the  congresional  campaign  com- 
mittee and  ask  to  have  me  assigned. 

Senator  Reed.  And  also  this  other  phrase: 

I  have  Just  returned  from  a  campaign  trip  through  Missouri  and  Oklahoma 
with  the  Vice  President,  and  on  next  Tuesday  I  am  to  speak  at  Utica,  his  home 
town;  on  Wednesday  at  Otsego,  in  Fairchlld*s  district,  and  on  Thursday  at 
PottsvlUe.  Pa. 

Were  you  trying  to  have  Mr.  Watson  put  into  certain  districts  at 
that  time? 

Mr.  MuDHALx*.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  had  written  him  about  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3917. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  from  Mr.  Henry  B.  Joy  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  is  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Joy  to  me. 

Senator  Reed  That  letter  is  as  follows : 

(3917.) 

Packard  Motor  Cab  C5o., 

Detroit,  Mich,  Sept.  15,  1910. 
Mr.  M.  M.  Mulhall, 

no  Broadtcay,  yew  York  City. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Mtlhall:  I  sincerely  appreciate  yo«r  very  Itind  letter  of 
August  30,  I  wish  very  much  that  I  could  irive  you  a  better  report  from  Michi- 
gan. Things  politically  in  Michigan  are  In  what  you  might  call  a  state  of  abso- 
lute chaos.  We  lose  Senator  Burrows,  and  Representative  Townsend  takes  his 
place  in  the  Senate.  I  feel  that  there  is  a  new  era  on  the  carpet  in  politics  of 
this  country.  The  action  of  the  Buck  Stove  and  Range  Company  was  a  very 
strange  sequence  to  the  past  history  of  that  company.  The  insurgents  gener- 
ally seem  to  be  in  the  saddle. 

I  certainly  appreciate  Uncle  Sam's  Cook  Book,  and  I  know  Mrs.  Joy  will.  I 
shall  take  very  great  pleasure  in  handing  it  to  her  upon  her  return. 
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As  to  the  future  in  Washlnjrton,  I  feel  that  it  Is  a  most  discouraging  proposi- 
tion to  endeavor  to  keep  up  a  fight  under  existing  conditions;  yet  I  see  nothing 
else  to  do. but  to  do  the  best  we  can.  I  am  very  anxious  to  have  a  talk  with  the 
other  members  of  our  board  of  directors  at  an  early  date. 

Wishing  you  all  jmssible  success,  I  remain, 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  Henby  B.  Joy. 

Senator  Xeuson.  Who  is  Mr.  Joy? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  one  of  the  directors  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers  and,  I  believe,  president  of  a  motor-car 
company  in  Detroit,  Mich. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3918  is  an  original  letter  from  Mr.  Shi^ve  to 
you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).    Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  the  Hampton  referred  to  in  this  letter? 
It  speaks  of  the  "  Hampton  nomination.*' 

Senator  Heed.  I  will  read  the  context  so  that  you  may  know 
about  it: 

I  am  inclosinj?  you  one  of  the  circulars  I  showed  you  Tuesday  and  also  a 
clipping  from  the  Phihidelphia  Record  of  to-day.  It  is  too  early  in  the 
game  to  tell  Just  how  the  people  will  take  the  Hampton  nomination.  He  may 
be  strong  In  Bridgeton,  but  I  was  told  by  a  particular  friend  of  his  and  a  dele- 
gate to  the  Republican  State  convention  who  I  met  in  Trenton  that  he  saw 
Hampton  last  week  and  asked  him  what  he  expected  of  him  if  he  (Hampton) 
was  nominated  against  Gardner,  and  he  said,  "  Do  not  knock  me  too  hard,  but 
be  as  easy  as  you  can,  as  I  do  not  care  for  the  position,  but  would  lilie  to  make 
a  good  showing." 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  Mr.  Gardner's  opponent  that  year. 

Senator  Nelson.  Republican  or  Democratic? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Democratic. 

The  Chairman.  There  is  an  account  of  it  in  the  Philadelphia 
Record,  which  follows  next  in  the  print. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  the  campaign  matter  at  the  close  of 
it  ought  to  be  read.    That  is  as  follows : 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  for  Speaker  Cannon  both  in  caucus  and  in  House 
at  organization  of  House  March,  1910. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  with  Tammany  and  Cannon  same  day  against 
revision  old  rules. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  with  Cannon  against  Norris  resolution  on  re- 
organization Rules  Committee. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  removing  Cannon  from  Si)eakership. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  for  rule  to  prevent  roll  call  in  House  on  sepa- 
rate schedule  tariff  bill. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  free  lumber. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  dodged  vote  on  taking  duty  off  oil. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  physical  valuation  long  and  short  haul 
clause. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  voted  against  all  progressive  features  of  railroad  bill 
in  Committees  of  Whole. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner,  as  chairman  Labor  Committee,  voted  three  times  in 
two  years  against  rei)orting  his  own  eight-hour  bill  from  his  own  committee. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  dodged  vote  on  oil  schedule. 

Hon.  John  J.  Gardner  is  charged  as  Standard  Oil  and  Steel  Trust's  lick- 
spittle.   His  acts  in  Congress  confirm  this  charge. 

What  are  you  wage  earners  and  breadwinners  of  the  second  congressional 
district  going  to  do  al>out  it? 

I  suppose  that  was  some  campaign  literature  that  was  issued  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Yes;  it  was  a  circular  that  Mr.  Shreve  sent  to 
me  to  show  the  kind  of  literature  that  was  being  put  out  against 
Mr.  Gardner. 
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Senator  Nelson.  This  is  part  of  that  article  in  the  Philadelphia 
Kecord*  is  it  not? 

Mr.  IduLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  article  from  the  Philadelphia  Record  oujght 
to  be  marked.  I  will  mark  it "  3918-A."  and  this  sheet  which  has  just 
been  read  by  Senator  Walsh 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  not  that  a  part  of  this  article? 

Senator  Reed.  No  ;  it  is  not  a  part  of  the  article.  It  is  a  separate 
sheet.    I  will  mark  that  "  3918-B.^' 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  I  want  to  know  how  he  got  that.  Where 
did  that  come  from? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  sent  to  me  by  Mr.  Shreve.  It  was  an  in- 
closure  in  Mr.  Shreve's  letter.  He  used  to  keep  me  posted  on  the 
circulars  and  things  that  were  sent  out. 

Senator  Reed,  xou  are  referring  to  the  paper  that  has  been 
marked  "3918-B"? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3919  is  an  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  the  account  that  was  looked  for;  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  was  asking  about.  I  observe  that  it  is  made  out  to 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louts.  Mo. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  an  accoimt  which  you  sent  to  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  association  that  Mr.  Schwedtman 
formed  out  there? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  seems  to  be  an  account  of  expenses  of  speakers 
who  were  going  to  St.  Louis  from  Washington  and  returning. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  that  convention  of  Mr.  Schwedt  man's  organi- 
zation ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  To  a  large  meeting  held  by  Mr.  Schwedtman's  or- 
ganization in  St.  Louis. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  name  of  that  organization  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  one  that  he  organized  i 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3920  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3919. 

3921-3924  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  8919? 

Senator  Reed.  Just  one  moment.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  account  No.  3919  shows  the  payment  of  railroad  fare 
for  Mr.  Sherman  and  for  J.  Sloat  Fassett,  and  for  James  A.  Emery 
when  Mr.  Ilemenway  did  not  arrive,  and  to  Mr.  Watson  for  his 
transportation,  and  then  there  is  also  a  charge  for  a  long  telegram 
sent  by  Mr.  Sherman  from  Indianapolis  to  Washington.  Generally, 
it  was  for  the  expenses  of  those  people. 

Senator  Walsh.  Just  one  question.  My  recollection  is  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  sent  you  $250  to  take  care  of  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  evidently  he  was  personally  charged  with 
that  amount  on  the  books  of  the  National  Association  of  Manu- 
facturei's? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Xo,  sir;  I  do  not  think  so.  I  think  that  was  from 
the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  invite  your  attention  to  the  letter  he  wrote  some 
time  ago  saying  that  the  treasurer  had  invited  his  attention  to  the 
fact  that  he  was  charged  on  the  books  of  the  company  with  that  $250. 

Mr.  Muliiall.  I  think  that  was  the  books  of  his  own  association 
in  St.  Louis. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  the  books  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 

tiCMl? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  an  association  that  Schwedtman  got  up. 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes;  I  understand  that  perfectly. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  refer  to  that,  if  we  can  conveniently 
find  that  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  do  you  recall,  Colonel,  on  what  organiza- 
tion, if  any  organization,  the  check  was  drawn  that  was  sent  to  yoa? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  positive;  I  could  not  be  clear  on  that 
subject.  I  am  not  positive,  but  I  think  it  was  drawn  on  the  Citizens' 
Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  you  think  it  was  a  check  of  that  associa- 
tion  

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  know  the  expenses  were  kind  of  split.  I  believe 
Mr.  Emery's  expenses  were  paid  by  the  national  association,  and 
I  believe  Mr.  Bird's  by  the  same  organization.  The  others  were  paid 
by  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Walsh.  Anyway,  you  did  not  include  those  in  this  ac- 
count ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No  ;  those  that  were  paid  through  the  national  asso- 
ciation ;  there  was  another  account,  or  those  gentlemen  sent  in  their 
own  accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Emery's  expenses  are  included  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  They  are. 

Senator  Nelson.  For  ticket  and  stateroom  bought  for  Mr.  Hemen- 
way  but  usfed  by  Mr.  Emery,  is  one  item. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Hemenway  did  not  go,  and  the  tickets  were 
used  bv  Mr.  Emerv. 

Senator  Nei^)x.  And  $35.50  is  charged  for  that? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  Mr.  Emery's  expenses  were  paid  out  of  this 
item  ? 

Mr.  MuLhall.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  not  that  check  for  those  expenses  drawn  on 
some  bank? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  lam  not  sure.     I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject. 

Senator  NeLvSon.  Was  it  a  check  sent  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  a  check  sent  to  me,  I  believe. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  check  was  sent  to  you,  and  you  collected  the 
check  and  disbursed  the  money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nei^son.  You  have  no  recollection  who  was  the  maker 
of  the  check  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAij>.  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

Senator  NeLvSon.  And  have  you  any  recollection  upon  whom  it 
was  drawn,  or  whether  it  was  drawn  on  a  bank? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  subject,  Senator.  I  might 
tell  .you,  maybe,  by  letterslater  on. 

Senator  >^elson.  Yes;  and  if  you  can  refresh  your  memory  and 
give  us  any  information  on  that  point  I  wish  you  would  do  so. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  try  to  do  so. 

The  Chairman.  While  you  are  looking  for  that  letter,  I  will  go 
on.    No.  3920  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3919. 

3921-3924  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  3019. 

No.  3925  is  an  account  and  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  has  all  gone  in. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3926  is  a  telegram  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  3927  is  also  an  account  and  is  unimportant. 

The  next  is  3928.  3929. 

Senator  Reed.  Referring  to  the  other  question,  here  is  the  letter 
now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  in  the  record  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  printed  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  This  is  the  original  letter,  3667-3668.  This 
is  Mr.  Schwedtman's  letter  to  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  the  second  page 
of  that  letter,  if  I  can  find  it.  I  will  read  a  part  of  it.  It  is  signed 
by  Schwedtman,  although  marked  "  copy  " : 

We  are  working  strenuously  to  make  the  meeting  a  memorable  one.  On  second 
thought  I  felt  that  we  had  better  send  a  little  reminder  to  Vice  President 
Sherman,  and  copy  of  our  note  to  him  is  attached  hereto;  also  copy  of  an 
additional  letter  that  I  am  sending  to  our  friend  Watson  to-day. 

I  am  also  inclosing  here\^'ith  a  check  made  to  your  order  for  $250.  I  sup- 
pose this  is  sufficient  to  bring  the  people  out  here,  and  we  can  talk  further 
expenses  while  you  are  here. 

The  postscript  to  the  letter,  which  is  dated  June  27,  reads : 

Our  treasurer  has  called  my  attention  several  times  to  the  fact  that  check 
which  I  sent  you  in  connection  with  bringing  Mr.  Sherman  and  others  out  here 
is  still  placed  against  my  personal  account  because  there  is  no  report  of  any 
kind.  I  do  not  want  to  worry  you  about  this,  but  if  you  could  conveniently 
make  a  financial  reiK>rt  for  our  treasurer  I  would  personally  appreciate  It. 

Senator  Xeijson.  Is  that  letter  in  the  files  ? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  in  the  files.  And  the  first  letter  in  regard 
to  this  subject,  I  am  informed,  is  this  letter  dated  April  13,  1910, 
from  Schwedtman: 

Adding  to  my  letter  of  yesterday,  I  would  like  to  know  whether  you  want 
us  to  send  you  some  money  in  connection  with  your  visit  here? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Senator  Reed,  will  you  not  see  that  they  are  the 
letters  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  of  St.  Louis,  an  entirely 
distinct  association,  like  the  board  of  trade,  and  that  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man was  president  of  that  organization  ? 

Senator  Wal8h.  That  has  been  made  clear,  I  think. 

The  Chairman.  That  has  been  stated  several  times. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes,  sir.    I  do  nut  want  any  confusion  about  it. 

Senator  Kekd.  I  did  not  know  that  I  had  been  trying  to  confuse  it. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  thought  you  did  not  understand  it;  I  did  not 
mean  that  you  purposely  did  so. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  And  also  tlie  Citizens'  Industrial  Association  is 
under  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  one  of  the  affiliated  associations? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  REia>.  In  regard  to  this  letter,  the  first  letter  we  have,  in 
which  Mr.  Schwedtman  writes  and  says  probably  there  ought  to  be 
some  expenses  sent,  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association,  but  it  is  signed  "  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman,  president,"  and 
the  name  of  the  president  shown  on  the  letterhead  is  "Ferd.  C. 
Schwedtman" — that  is,  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association,  S;. 
Louis. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  the  one  he  organized  out  there.  He  is 
the  president  of  that  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Now,  the  next  one  has  no  letterhead,  but  is 
signed  "Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman,  president,"  and  that  is  the  one  in 
which  he  sends  the  $250.  The  third  letter,  the  one  in  which  he  calls 
Mr.  Mulhall's  attention  to  the  failure  to  pay,  is  on  the  letterhead 
of  the  National'  Council  for  Industrial  Defense.  In  that  Mr. 
Schwedtman  appears  as  secretary,  and  he  signs  the  letter  simply 
"  Ferd.  C.  Schwedtman." 

Senator  Walsh.  He  says,  "  Our  treasurer  has  called  my  attention 
several  times."  Presumaoly,  the  treasurer  of  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  I  suppose  we  will  get  no  further  on  that  until  we 
get  to  Mr.  Schwedtman. 

3928, 3929  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Cox,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  the  last  paragraph  is  the  only  one  you 
need  read. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

I  was  greatly  pleased  over  the  defeat  of  0*Connell  and  Keliher,  and  though 
It  is  a  fact  that  Curley  Is  worse  than  O'Connell  and  Murray  not  nearly  as  able 
as  Keliher,  yet  It  is  more  than  i)ossible  that  Curley  will  be  beaten  by  the  Re- 
publican candidate  and  a  gahi  made  there.  Peters  in  the  11th  district  barely 
won  out,  and  he  can  be  beaten  by  the  Republican  candidate  if  any  sort  of  effort 
Is  made  to  do  It. 

Who  were  they  ? 

Mr.  MtTLHALL.  Two  Members  of  Congress  from  Massachusetts. 
Senator  Heed.  I  will  read  all  of  this  letter,  as  I  think  it  is  im- 
portant : 

Your  Interesting  letter  received,  and  I  have  sent  \mrts  of  it  to  Chairman  Hat- 
field, of  the  State  committee.  I  am  in  hoi)es  that  we  can  organize  at  once  a 
movement  among  business  men  in  this  State,  and  I  have  put  it  up  to  Mr.  Hat- 
field in  a  way  which  I  think  will  interest  him  and  persuade  him  to  take  action 
along  this  line. 

Then  follows  the  paragraph  which  I  have  already  read.  The  last 
paragraph  is  as  follows : 

I  am  very  much  more  hopeful  of  the  election  of  all  but  three  of  the  Repub- 
lican candidates  for  Congress  than  I  am  of  the  reelection  of  Draper.  Either 
Foss  or  Hamlin  will  be  nominated  by  the  Democratic  convention  next  Thurs- 
day, and  Hamlin  will  be  a  stronger  candidate  than  Foss  this  year,  because  he 
will  have  the  labor  vote,  about  one-half  of  which  will  not  go  to  Foss. 

Wishing  you  success  in  New  Jersey,  and  wlierever  else  you  may  use  your 
talents,  I  am. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Alfred  E.  Cox. 

Who  was  Alfred  E.  C!ox? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers.    He  was  the  general  business  manager  of  the  At- 
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lantic  Iron  Works.  Also,  he  has  been  treasurer  for  about  20  years 
of  the  Massachusetts  State  Republican  committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  Foss  referred  to  here  Gov.  Foss,  of  Mas- 
sachusetts ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  a  candidate  for  Congress  then? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  he  was  a  candidate  for  governor,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  Mr.  Hamlin  was  running  against  him  in 
the  primaries? 

MT.  MuLHAUL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  O'Connell  and  Keliher  were  what — were  they 
Democratic  candidates  for  Congress? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  who  was  Curley  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  a  candidate  running  in  the  primaries 
against  O'Connell. 

Senator  Seed.  And  he  was  elected  and  is  a  Member  of  Congress 
now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  he  a  Democrat  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  3930,  3931  is  the  next. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Foraker, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keed.  I  read  this  paragraph : 


When  I  met  you  on  the  train  coming  from  Boston  last  month- 


Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  first  paragraph  should  be  read. 

Senator  Keed.  Very  well.    I  will  read  it  all. 

(Senator  Reed  read  in  full  3930,  3931.) 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  3932,  3933. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Cox? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  anything  important  in  that? 

Senator  Waush.  I  do  not  think  so.  It  contains  the  details  of  his 
work  in  Massachusetts. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  thing  important  about  it  is  this:  If  the 
colonel  is  cross-examined  as  we  go  along,  it  is  not  fair  unless  he  has 
the  correspondence.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  cross-examined;  I  mean 
examined. 

Is  No.  3934  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Shreve  ? 

Mr.  MuLH ALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  much : 

I  have  been  hugely  di8»ipi)olnted  at  not  hearing  from  you  for  the  past  two 
weeks.  It  must  be  that  you  and  Mr.  Gardner  are  entirely  content  with  the 
■itnation  in  his  district,  for  you  have  not  written  me  a  line  since  I  had  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  you  in  Trenton  on  the  22d  of  last  month. 

Who  was  Mr.  Shreve  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAix.  Mr.  Gardner's  private  secretary,  and  secretary  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor. 
Senator  Rebd.  Is  3935,  3936  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Shreve? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes.  sir. 
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Senator  Eeed.  That  is  upon  the  letterhead  of  Shreve's  Steamship 
Agency.    This  reads : 

In  reply  to  your  letter  of  October  the  5th,  would  say  that  I  wrote  yon  a 
letter  since  I  saw  you  in  Trenton 

Senator  Walsh.  If  you  will  pardon  me,  he  is  just  telling  what  the 
political  outlook  in  that  district  is. 

Senator  Keed.  Very  well.    I  will  read  this,  however : 

I  have  a  personal  letter  from  a  Bridgeton  party  stating  that  one  Joseph  A. 
McQulgg,  who  la  working  in  the  glass  works  at  Cape  May  CJourt  House,  in- 
forms the  writer  that  quite  a  lot  of  the  workmen  there  are  very  much  dissatis- 
fied with  the  party  in  general,  speaking  of  the  national  end  of  It,  and  if  you  have 
anyone  in  that  neighborhood  it  would  probably  be  well  to  have  them  inv^i* 
gate  and  see  what  will  be  necessary  to  change  their  views. 

Mr.  McQuigg  himself  is  all  right  and  can  be  located  at  the  Hotel  Bellevue, 
Cape  May  Court  House.  I  think  missionary  work  would  do  more  good  than  a 
brass  band  meeting. 

Who  was  Mr.  McQuigg,  if  you  remember  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Gardner 

Senator  Beed.  I  call  attention  to  this  part  of  the  letter  which  I 
have  read.    You  say  he  was  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Gardner  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  lie  was  a  party  in  opposition  to  Mr.  Gardner  at 
that  time,  as  the  letter  states. 

Senator  Eeed.  Well,  he  informed  the  writer.  He  had  given  this 
information,  anyway,  to  Mr.  Shreve? 

Mr.  MnLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3937,  3938  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
Henry  B.  Joy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  from  that : 

We  have  now  started  an  active  campaign  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district 
after  the  soali)  of  William  Hughes,  wlio  headed  the  labor  lobby  in  Washington 
last  winter,  and  I  feel  that  we  have  a  very  good  chance  to  defeat  him  at  the 
elec'tion  in  November. 

I  note  what  yon  say  abont  the  loss  of  Senator  Burrows,  Representative  Town- 
send  tailing  his  place.  I  feel  this  will  be  a  gain  to  ns  instead  of  a  loss,  for 
Senator  Burrows  had  gotten  so  old  that  he  had  been  of  very  little  service  to  us 
In  the  Senate,  and  for  the  past  two  years  Mr.  Townsond,  who  will  take  his 
place,  has  been  an  active  friend  of  ours.  He  was  inclined  to  be  an  insurgent 
at  the  first  session  of  the  Sixty-flrst  Congress,  but  last  winter  he  changed  com- 
pletely over  and  we  foimd  him  a  very  useful  friend,  and  I  feel  positive  that  he 
will  continue  so.  From  the  outlook  now  I  feel  that  we  will  be  perfectly  safe 
from  any  rabid  class  legislation  next  winter,  and  even  if  we  do  lose  the  next 
House,  we  have  a  large  host  of  Democratic  friends  who  I  feel  iwsitive  we  can 
fall  back  uiwn. 

I  send  you  this  information  particularly  on  account  of  the  last  clause  in  your 
letter,  wherein  you  state  that  It  looked  to  you  a  most  discouraging  proposition 
to  endeavor  to  keep  up  a  fight  under  the  existing  conditions,  and  that  you  were 
anxious  to  have  a  talk  with  the  other  members  of  our  board  of  directors  at  an 
early  date.  I  am  doing  my  best  to  convince  our  members  that  the  situation 
does  not  look  as  bad  as  yon  picture  it,  ami.  I  feel  very  confident  that  we  wlU 
meet  with  as  good  success  this  coming  winter  as  we  did  at  the  last  session,  and 
will  have  splendid  fighting  Members  In  the  next  Congress,  and  I  know  with 
their  aid  we  will  meet  with  success. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  read  this  portion  from  that  letter,  which 
Senator  Walsh  did  not  read : 

Most  all  of  our  old  friends  were  renominated,  and  as  I  wrote  you  in  my  letter 
of  August  30,  we  beat  at  the  primaries  two  active  Oompers  adherents,  and 
since  that  date  we  have  beaten  two  more  In  the  Boston  districts.  Mr.  Kellher 
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and  Mr.  O'Connell.  Gomiiers  made  several  speeches  for  O'CJonnell  In  Boston 
in  the  primaries  h\st  mouth,  and  in  addition  to  this  0'C\>nneU  made  his  canvass 
solely  on  his  labor  reiMU'd,  and  he  was  the  worst  beaten  Democrat  that  has 
made  a  fijiht  in  the  Eust  this  fall.  These  two  men  were  always  active  labor 
agitators  against  us.  fijjhtlng  evorj'thing  we  wanted  done  in  Washington,  so 
this  makes  four  of  Gomi)ers*s  w^orkers  that  we  will  not  have  to  contend  with  in 
the  next  Congress. 

Senator  Reed.  3939,  3940  is  a  duplicate  of  3937,  3938. 
3941,  3942  appeal's  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Parry. 
Is  that  correct? 
Mr.  MtJLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  That  is  in  substance  the  same  as  the  one  just  read. 
Senator  Reed.  It  is,  in  substance ;  and  then  this  is  added : 

I  have  (leen  j)utting  up  a  very  stiff  fight  against  Keliher  and  O'Connell,  and 
am  very  prond  to  re[»ort  that  both  those  men  were  beaten  in  the  primaries  held 
on  the  28th  nit.,  so  this  makes  four  very  rabid  labor  agitators  that  we  haye 
t>eaten  this  summer  since  the  campaign  started. 

We  are  now  putting  up  a  very  active  and  vigorous  fight  against  William 
Hughes,  c»f  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district,  who  led  the  labor  lobby  last  winter 
and  who  published  in  the  Congressional  Record  letters  of  thanks  he  received 
from  Gompers  and  other  labor  agitators,  and  I  am  almost  positive  we  will  beat 
Hughes  at  the  coming  election  this  November. 

*  *  *  *  *  *  • 

I  am  sending  you  this  Information  in  answer  to  your  letter,  believing  it  wiU 
be  good  news  to  you,  and  if  you  feel  like  replying  to  this  I  would  be  greatly 
pleased  If  you  could  send  me  any  information  concerning  Beveridge's  campaign, 
and  If  it  is  necessary  I  would  like  to  write  to  several  workers  I  know  out  In 
your  city  who  I  think  would  vote  against  Beveridge  In  the  November  election. 

Is  No.  3943  a  letter  from  Mr.  Foraker  ? 
Mr.  Mflhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this.     [Eeading:] 

Cincinnati,  October  7,  1910. 

Col.    M.    M.    MULHALL, 

National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Xo,  30  Church  Street,  Xeir  York  City, 

Deab  Colonel  :  I  write  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  October  5, 
and  to  thank  you  for  giving  me  the  Information  it  imi)arts.  I  hope  you  will 
be  successful  In  your  w^ork  of  organization  in  our  State.  A  few  days  ago  I 
met  Mr.  O.  V.  Parish,  of  Hamilton.  I  told  him  about  giving  you  the  name  of 
Mr.  Hooven.  He  told  me  that  Mr.  Hooven  Is  In  Europe  and  that  he  will  prob- 
ably not  return  until  near  election  day.  He  told  me  to  give  you  the  name  of 
James  K.  Cullen.  He  is  president  of  one  of  the  largest  manufacturing  com- 
panies of  their  city. 

I  have  not  yet  seen  Mr.  Kirby,  but  I  will  be  glad  to  see  him  any  time. 

It  Is  early  to  predict  what  the  election  result  will  be,  but  according  to  the 
advices  I  am  receiving  Harding  will  be  elect e<l. 

Hastily  but  very  truly,  yours,  etc.,  J.  B.  Forakeb. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  3944. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Shreve  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  this : 

Following  \m  my  letter  of  the  Gth,  would  say  that  in  the  previous  letter  sent 
you  after  I  saw  you  In  Trenton,  addressed  to  170  Broadway,  New  York,  was 
one  of  the  circulars,  a  copy  of  which  I  showe<l  you  In  Trenton,  I  am  also  In- 
closing you  another  copy  of  the  same  circular,  of  which  10,000  have  been  printed 
and  will  be  circulated  throughout  the  district,  under  agreement  arranged  be- 
tween Mr.  Kiddle  and  the  Central  I^bor  Organization  of  Atlantic  City  at  the 
meeting  held  last  night. 

Who  was  Mr.  Riddle? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  a  worker,  I  believe,  that  Mr.  Shreve  had 
there  on  his  staff. 

Senator  Keed.  I  will  read  further : 

I  understand  that  Mr.  (Jon)i>ers  has  issued  an  official  circular  threatening  to 
expel  from  any  labor  organization  any  member  who  does  not  follow  his  dictation 
in  political  matters.  I  was  told  last  night  by  the  president  of  the  Bricklayer^ 
Union  that  this  union,  having  over  200  members,  has  withdrawn  from  the  Cen- 
tral Organization.  I  also  understand  that  a  great  many  members  of  the  other 
unions  say  that  if  Mr.  Gompers  attempts  to  enforce  his  threats  that  there  will  be 
a  disorganization  of  the  unions  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 

I  think  the  launching  of  Mr.  Kiddle  in  the  congressional  campaign  will  be 
more  detrimental  to  the  I>emocratic  candidate  than  Congressman  Gardner. 
Riddle  ran  onc0  before  for  Congress,  in  the  Perry-Gardner  contest,  and  only 
received  1,200  votes  in  the  whole  district. 

Does  that  give  you  any  further  light  on  Mr.  Riddle? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  any  further;  only  from  interviews  with  Mr. 
Shreve,  that  he  was  in  reality  to  take- votes  away  from  the  other  party. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  3945,  which  is  a  copy  of  an  expense 
account,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  to  an  item  under  the  date  of  the 
6th  of  October,  about  the  fourth  item,  as  follows :     / 

Paid  to  Mr.  Geo.  Burlte,  collector  of  internal  revenue  at  Paterson»  to  be  paid  to 
Mr.  James  Hand,  editor  of  the  Evening  News,  and  for  salary  for  one  assistant  in 
office  to  help  him  (Mr.  Burke).  $45. 

Did  you  pay  that  money  and  for  those  purposes  ? 

Mr.  MriiHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  also  call  attention  to  this  item : 

Oct.  7.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  Silk  Weavers*  Union  for  services  rendered, 
$30. 

Did  you  pay  that  money  to  a  member  of  the  Silk  Weavers'  Union? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  he  to  do  ? 

Mr.  MUI.HALL.  That  was  the  Hughes  fight  in  1910.  He  was  get- 
tii^  information  from  the  shops? 

Ssnator  Nelson.  Who  was  he;  what  was  his  name? 

Mr.  MuLHALi*  Paul  something,  I  am  not  quite  clear  on  his  last 
name.    I  think  that  other  letters  will  clear  it  up. 

Senator  Nelson.  Try  to  refresh  your  memory:  and  if  it  comes 
back  to  you,  give  his  name. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  I  also  see  this  item: 

Oct.  7.  Paid  to  the  proprietor  of  the  Hotel  Manhattan  for  use  of  roll-top 
desk,  during  campaign,  $10. 

Did  you  go  in  there  and  open  a  sort  of  headquarters,  and  have  a 
desk  and  a  place  to  write? 

Mr.  Mlt^hall.  We  had  two  rooms.  We  had  a  large  banner  out 
in  front  of  the  rooms,  covering  almost  the  entire  corner  of  that 
building,  for  Mr.  McClave. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes. 

Mr.  Ml^lhall.  And  tney  were  used  for  that  purpose — campaign 
purposes,  and  Mr.  McClave's  headquarters. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  Mr.  McClave  in  those  headquarters  often! 
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Mr.  MuLHAix.  Sometimes  three  or  four  times  a  day;  as  I  stated 
the  other  day — I  will  reiterate  that  statement — ^generally  at  meal- 
time. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  another  item  here  of  $80.  That  is  Octo- 
ber 8,  paid  to  two  labor  workers  for  salary  and  expenses  for  one 
week  for  information  furnished  and  services  rendered  in  the  New 
Jersey  districts.    Who  were  those  men? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  Mr.  Feeney  and  his  workers. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  paid  it  to  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  the  date  stated? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  not  say  that  that  is  the  correct  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  near  that  time? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  the  date  it  was  due. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  paid  it  in  Philadelphia  ? 

Mr.  Ml^lhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Heed.  I  would  like  to  call  attention,  in  connection  with 
that 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  one  general  question  now,  to  save 
my  repeating  it. 

Is  tnere  in  any  of  these  accounts  that  you  rendered  to  the  asso- 
ciation any  statement  of  the  moneys  you  loaned  or  advanced  to  Mr. 
McDermott? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  would  not  say  that  without  looking  over  the 
accounts. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  it  might  shorten  it,  but  it  does  not. 

Mr.  Ml^lhall.  I  could  not  shorten  it  without  looking  over  the 
incidental  expenses. 

Senator  Reed  And  in  connection  with  the  question  about  his  pay- 
ing these  two  laborers  in  Philadelphia,  I  call  attention  to  the  second 
item  above,  which  shows  that  on  the  8th  he  has  charged  the  following 
item: 

Transportation  from  Philadelphia  to  Baltimore  by  mileage,  chair,  50  cents. 

So  it  appears  that  he  was  there  about  that  time. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  if  the  Collins  let- 
ters were  all  read,  which  were  passed  by 

Senator  Nelson.  What  letters  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Collins's  reports  to  me,  through  those  diffei'ent 
campaigns.    That  would  clear  this  Feeney  matter  up,  I  think. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  they  in  here  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  they  have  been  passed  by  for  a  long  time, 
now.  I  believe  I  can  furnish  the  committee  with  a  whole  lot  of  other 
Collins  reports  which  I  have  not  brought  over  here. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  better  do  that. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  take  any  receipts  from  Mr.  Feeney? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  he  would  not  given  me  any  receipts. 

Senator  Nelson  (continuing).  To  show  your  association  that  you 
had  paid  the  money  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  My  association  did  not  ask  me  to  take 
any  receipts  for  that  class  of  work.  In  fact,  I  had  a  positive  order 
from  one  secretary  of  the  association  not  to  sign  any  checks,  even 
when  they  were  sent  to  me  with  my  own  name,  and  not  to  pay  any 
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checks  to  anybody,  and  it  was  generally  paid  to  me,  through  Cush- 
ing's  administration,  all  in  cash.  They  were  that  particular  about 
getting  receipts  that  they  would  not  let  me  give  any  receipts. ' 

Senator  Nelson.  Gushing  was  not  with  the  association  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  but  they  went  back  to  the  same  Gushing  system 
about  that  time.  That  was  under  the  Bird  administration — ^Kirby- 
Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  Xo.  3946  is  unimportant.    It  is  a  hotel  bill. 

No.  3947  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Shreve  to  you. 
Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  should  not  call  it  a  copy.  It  appears  to  be  an 
original.     Is  it  an  original ! 

Mr.  MrLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  Mr.  Shreve's  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  that  is  Mr.  Shreve's  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this : 

Since  I  wrote  you  last,  Riddle  has  accepted  the  nomiuation  offered  him  by  the 
labor  people,  but  this  has  not  changed  the  situation  very  much  in  this  district, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  will  have  any  effect  as  to  Gardner's  prospects.  I  am  en- 
closing you  a  clipping  from  to-day*s  Philadelphia  Ledger  showing  his  platform. 

I  hope  you  have  more  cheerful  views  than  the  national  committee  has  of  the 
result.    I  just  returned  from  Washington,  and  all  the  interesting  parties  down 
there  seem  to  have  an  idea  that  conditions  have  greatly  improved,  and  that  the 
Republicans  will  gain  many  districts  now  represented  by  Democrats. 
Very  truly,  yours. 

Jno.  G.  Shbets. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  an  article  from  the  Philadelphia 
Record,  spoken  of  before. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.    I  notice  in  that  this  curious  statement : 

Councilman  William  Riddle,  of  this  city,  a  wealthy  landowner,  wUl  be  the 
open  candidate  of  organized  labor  in  the  second  New  Jersey  district  against 
Congressman  John  J.  Gardner. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  is  a  perpetual  candidate  down  there,  I  guess, 
for  political  purposes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  newspaper  clipping 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention,  Senator,  to  his  letter  of 
acceptance,  in  which  he  says : 

Whilst  I  believe  in  protecting  American  labor.  I  do  not  believe  our  Republic 
can  last  if  we  permit  corporations  like  the  Beef  Trust,  the  Steel  and  Oil 
Trusts  to  go  on  yearly  adding  to  their  enormous  hoardings  at  the  expense  of 
the  people. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  that  this  newspaper  clipping  ought  to  be 
marked  ^'  3947-A.'' 

The  Chairman.  The  clerk  will  so  mark  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Xo.  3948  is  an  account  at  the  Hotel  Imperial. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  3949,  3950  is  a  copy  of  an  account  rendered  by  you 
to  this  association? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Xei^son.  As  you  look  over  these  accounts,  as  you  go  along, 
if  you  find  any  McDermott  items  please  call  my  attention  to  them, 
will  you  ? 

Mr.  MrxHALL.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so,  Senator. 
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Senator  Nelson.  I  call  attention  to  this  item : 

Oct.  14.  Paid  to  one  member  of  silk  weavers'  union  for  services  rendered  and 
information  furnished  In  tlie  sixtli  New  Jersey  district,  $30. 

Was  that  paid  to  the  man  himself  or  to  Mr.  Feeny  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  that  was  not  paid  to  Mr.  Feeny.  That  was 
in  Hughes's  district.  Feeny  took  but  very  little  interest  in  that  dis- 
trict. Feeny  was  principally  hired  for  tne  second  New  Jersey  dis- 
trict and  to  help  in  the  first. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  was  paid  to  this  silk  weaver? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  can  not  guess  his  name? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  stated  plainly  to  you.  Senator,  yesterday,  that 
I  did  not  keep  my  own  accounts.    If  you  wish  to  contuse  me ^ 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  I  do  not  wish  to. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (continuing).  Then  if  you  are  trying — ^it  seems  that 
voii  are 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (continuing).  I  stated  that  I  did  not  write  those 
accounts ;  that  I  had  the  best  worker  that  I  think  the  Lord  ever  put 
on  earth,  always  with  me,  who  took  the  best  part  of  this  work ;  which 
I  had  implicit  confidence  in  everything  she  would  draw  up. 

Senator  Heed.  But  did  you  deal  with  this  man  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I.  very  seldom  dealt,  sir,  with  the  man  himself. 

Senator  Keed.  Did  you  deal  with  this  man  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  through  me,  or  through  my  assistants  that 
I  had  at  all  times. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  remember  the  name  of  this  particular 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Paul — I  do  remember  his  name,  but  I  can  not  just 
place  it  just  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  moment  ago  you  started  to  give  his  name. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Paul  something. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  thought  that  was  what  you  said. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  I  asked  the  witness  that  question,  to  try  to 
refresh  his  memory  about  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  must  not  answer  in  that 
wav  to  members  of  the  committee. 

^nator  Nelson.  Oh,  I  do  not  mind ;  I  do  not  mind  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  be  as  respectful  as  I  can  to  the  gentltmen 
in  this  room,  but 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  mind. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  have  stated  the  fact  to  him  a  half  a  dozen  times, 
and  unless  he  wants  to  bring  that  up  to  my  memory,  and  so  often 

The  Chaikman.  Go  on. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3951  is  a  telegram  you  received  from  Schwedt- 

man? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

Judfce  Davenport  is  due  in  Iiidpls.  two  fifty  to-day— Vanda Ha  trnin— leaving 
St.  Louis  eight  forty-four.  Utmost  importance  you  meet  lilm  at  station  or 
Claypool  Hotel  and  put  him  in  touch  with  stenographer  who  reported  Indpls, 
Gompers  meeting.    Your  yesterday   report  great.    Regret  our  chiefs  interest 
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does  not  permit  his  or  my  leaving  St  Louis  to-day.    Our  heartfelt  wishes  for 
success  to-night.    Please  acknowledge  receipt  of  this  telegram  by  wire. 

I  want  to  ask  you  this.  Mr.  Schwedtman  acted  as  secretary  while 
Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  president  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  at  this  time 
dead.  Did  Mr.  Schwedtman  at  this  time,  which  I  assmne  was  in 
October,  1910 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  you  have  got  that  wrong,  Senator.  It  must 
be  in  1908. 

Senator  B;eed.  It  is  in  among  the  1910  telegrams,  but  I  think  there 
is  nothing  to  indicate  when  that  telegram  ought  to  be  dated. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  ought  to  be  dated  in  1908,  because  when  they 
wanted  that  information  concerning  Davenport,  was  in  the  Watson 
campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  Then  that  telegram  is  out  of  place,  and  it  should 
bear  the  date  October  16, 1908, 1  suppose. 

But  I  will  still  continue  my  question:  After  Mr.  Van  Cleave 
died  do  you  know  whether  or  not  Schwedtman  continued  to  have  any 
direct  connection  in  an  official  capacity  with  the  manufacturers'  asso- 
ciation ? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  Yes,  sir ;  he  was  a  director  of  the  organization,  and 
I  believe  is  still  a  director  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  And  he  was  also  at  that  time  the  president  of  this 
association  which  he  had  organized  in  St.  Louis,  wnich  was  known 
as  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  The  Citizens'  Industrial  Association. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  connection  with 
the  National  Industrial  Council 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Do  you  know  whether  he  had  any  connection 
with  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  he  had  at  that  time. 

Mr.  McCarter.  He  resigned.  That  will  come  out  later,  Senator. 
He  remained  for  a  while  as  secretary  and  then  resigned. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    No.  3952  is  what? 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  a  letter  you  received  from  Oliver  B.  Root! 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  signs  as  secretary  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial 
Association  of  St.  Louis,  and  his  name  so  appears  on  the  letterhead 
of  this  letter.    Mr.  Schwedtman  appears  to  oe  president 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  a  letter  which  I 
received  from  Mr.  Root. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  want  to  read  that  letter? 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  will  read  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it: 

We  are  looking  for  a  lecturer  to  take  the  place  of  Senator  -  Dolllver.  Can 
you  give  us  the  name  of  any  public  man  now  in  the  lecture  field  who  would 
Indorse  our  work — iwssibly  a  Democrat? 

How  about  Senator  Gore.  Bob  Taylor,  Chas.  B.  Landls?  Who  would  yon 
select  as  the  best  and  most  interesting  lecturer  for  our  course?  How  is  Victor 
Murdock? 

You  can  help  us  very  much  if  you  will  tell  us  how  they  are  on  the  labor  ques- 
tion. 

Senator  Eeed.  Schwedtman  must  have  been  a  very  up-to-date  man 
if  he  did  not  know  that ! 

Is  No.  3953  a  letter  that  you  received  from  John  G.  Shreve  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  There  are  several  lines  here  that  I  will  read : 

From  what  I  can  learn  It  looks  as  if  the  Congressman  would  be  expected  to 
settle  the  whole  expense  of  his  campaign.  There  are  two  candidates  In  the 
field  against  him.    I  think  he  Is  writing  you  a  letter  to-day. 

Senator  Reed.  8954,  3955  is  a  copy  of  another  account,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination^.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  anything  in  that  account  about  Mc- 
Dermott;  is  there  anything  about  the  money  loaned  to  him  or  ad- 
vanced to  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  see  anything  there. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  this  item :  . 

October  17.  Paid  to  George  Burke  for  incidental  expenses  which  he  paid  out 
during  week  for  carrj'iug  on  campaign,  $55. 

Who  was  George  Burke? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  collector  of  internal  revenue  at  Paterson, 
N.  J. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item: 

October  IS.  Paid  to  one  colored  campaign  worker  for  information  received 
and  work  performed,  $5. 

Is  that  a  negro  you  had  to  do  some  work  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  see  also  this  item: 

October  21.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  Silk  Weavers'  Union,  $30. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  same  man  you  referred  to  before? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  same  man. 

Senator  Walsh.  These  are  all  expenses  that  you  incurred  in  the 
McClave  campaign? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  outside  of  this,  that  there  was  money  sent  in 
to  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers,  in  addition  to  that 
money  Mr.  Bird  put  in  my  hands,  $3,000  from  the  National  Council 
for  Industrial  Defense,  which  was  cashed  in  the  Imperial  Hotel  in 
New  York  City  at  three  different  times,  in  the  shape  of  $1,000  checks. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  gave  those  checks  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  he  gave  me  those  checks. 

Senator  Nelson.  Signed  by  him? 

Mr.  MrLHALL.  I  believe  they  were  signed  by  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.^  Do  you  know  on  whom  they  were  drawn  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  On  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  them? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  vou  cashed  them  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  While  we  are  speaking  about  this  I  think  the 
National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ought  to  be  subpoenaed  to 
bring  its  book  of  account  here. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  they  are  under  subpoena  now. 

Mr.  McCarter.  They  are  all  here  now,  Senator.  They  have  been 
in  your  possession  for  two  weeks. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  there  have  been  some  books  down  there. 

Senator  Nei.son,  There  is  here  the  following  item : 

Oct.  21.  Paid  to  Jim  Hand,  editor  of  Paterson  Evening  News,  for  one  week's 
service  due  this  date,  $30. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  strictly  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  Wliat  was  that  for?    What  was  he  doing? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  night  editor  of  the  Paterson  Evening  News 
and  a  member  of  the  county  committee.  Mr.  Hand  was  helping  me 
in  that  campaign.  That  was  handed  to  him  for  his  incidental  ex- 
penses, in  a  sense. 

Senator  Nelson.  All  right. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3956  is  another  account. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there,  in  the  accounts  v/e  have  just  gone  over, 
anything  in  relation  to  Mr.  McDermott  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not  see  anything. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  see  here  another  item  of  $80.    It  reads : 

Oct.  15.  Paid  two  labor  workers  for  work  in  second  New  Jersey  district,  $80. 

\Vas  that  paid  to  Mr.  Feeney,  too  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  dated  the  15th  of  October. 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Due  the  15th  of  October,  does  it  not  say,  Senator? 

Senator  Nelson.  No  ;  that  is  the  date  of  the  item.  It  was  paid  at 
that  date. 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  I  will  not  say  at  that  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  At  or  about  that  date? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  around  about  that  date. 

Senator  Keed.  No.  3956  seems  to  be  an  account  which  precedes  No. 
3954. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  not  mixing  the  numbers? 

The  Chairman.  No.  3956  is  a  duplicate,  I  think. 

Senator  Eeed.  That  is  a  duplicate  of  what? 

The  Clerk  of  the  Committee.  It  is  a  duplicate  of  3949,  3950. 

The  Chairman.  Strike  it  from  the  record,  then. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3957,  3958  a  duplicate? 

The  Clerk  of  the  Committee.  No,  sir;  it  is  an  account  of  a  differ- 
ent date.    There  are  some  differences. 

Senator  Reed.  3597,  3598  appears  to  be  merely  a  duplicate  of  3594, 
3595.  It  is  another  one  of  the  pencil  memoranda,  and  I  take  it  that 
after  having  been  made  in  pencil  it  was  transcribed,  and  perhaps 
corrected,  and  put  in  the  form  of  a  typewritten  statement,  and  I 
think  the  former  numbers  ought  to  be  stricken  out,  because  they  are 
practically  duplicates. 

Senator  Nei^son.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  $80  item  in 
this  last  account  is  dated  October  22,  while  the  $80  item  in  the  account 
above  is  dated  October  15. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes:  but  there  may  be  two  of  them. 

Senator  Neijson.  Are  they  different  items? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    They  are  altogether  different  items. 

Senator  Reed.  3959,  3960  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Foraker,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Senator:  Yonr  letter  of  October  7th  wns  received  by  me  a  few  days 
agi».  I  have  l)een  tonrin^ir  New  Jersey  for  a  number  of  our  friends,  and  on  account 
of  that  did  not  have  the  opiK>rtimity  to  answer  your  letter  the  moment  I 
received  it. 

Since  I  received  your  letter  I  have  had  a  lon^  interview  with  our  president. 
Mr.  John  Klrby.  of  Dayton,  Ohio,  and  he  assured  me  that  he  would  do  his  best 
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to  pet  in  touch  with  you  on  his  return  to  Dayton,  which  I  suppose  was  last 
week.  I  have  l)een  extremely  anxious  to  have  you  w^rlte  Mr.  Klrby  to  meet  you, 
for  he  could  put  in  motion  a  lot  of  machinery  that  would  do  wonderfully  good 
work  for  your  candidate,  Mr.  Harding,  in  Ohio. 

Since  receiving  your  letter  I  have  had  sent  into  Ohio  by  the  officials  of  our 
organization  in  New  York  a  number  of  pamphlets  and  letters,  marked  confiden- 
tial, to  our  active  friends  in  Ohio  to  help  your  candidate  and  to  help  get  a 
Republican  legislature.  I  hope  that  the  work  we  have  done  will  meet  with  good 
results,  and  from  the  latest  advices  we  have  had  from  Ohio  we  feel  that  your 
friend  will  win. 

Senator  Nelson.  Read  the  next  paragraph. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  want  to  offer  you  my  hearty  congratulations  on  the  speech  you  made  show- 
ing up  the  policies  of  our  ex-President.  Theodore  Roosevelt,  and  a  number  of 
the  papers  in  tlie  East  and  a  large  percentage  of  the  leading  Republicans  also 
feel  as  I  do  upon  this  incident.  They  fully  agree  with  you  that  the  new  nation- 
alism is  rank  treason,  and  I  consider  your  si»eech  one  of  the  great  efforts  of  your 
splendid  career. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  further  service  please  write  me.  and  if  you  get  a  Republi- 
can legislature  in  Ohio  I  will  think  it  an  honor  to  come  out  there  and  w*ork 
for  you. 

3961,  3962  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Alfred  E. 
Cox,  is  it? 
Mr.  Mtjlhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  it  necessary  now  to  read  all  of  this. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  think  so. 
Senator  Eeed.  I  think,  though,  we  might  read  this  part : 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Coppins  yesterday,  and  he  seemed  to  be  con- 
fident that  Gov.  Draper  would  win.  He  wound  up  by  saying  that  he  and  his 
sons  would  vote  for  the  governor.  Mr.  Coppins  was  unable  to  tell  me  if  our  peo- 
ple made  any  effort  to  raise  funds  for  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts.  I  have 
not  written  to  Chairman  Hatfield  since  I  left  there,  but  will  write  him  a  letter, 
I  think,  to-morrow,  for  I  feel  confident  from  letters  which  I  have  received,  which 
I  would  like  to  show  you,  that  I  could  be  of  some  service  to  you  during  the  last 
week  of  the  campaign  by  putting  actively  to  work  20  or  25  good  workers  among 
the  Knigh*8  of  Labor  in  your  State.  If  this  meets  with  your  approval.  I  will  be 
glad  to  volunteer  and  come  East  for  a  few  day.s. 

We  are  having  an  extremely  stiff  fight  on  our  hands  here  in  the  sixth  New 
Jersey  district,  which  is  now  represented  in  Congress  by  William  Hughes,  who 
led  the  labor  lobby  in  Washington  last  winter.  We  have  some  hopes  of  su(*oess. 
and  I  feel  positive  that  if  we  succeed  in  wiiuiing  this  fight  it  will  bring  a  great 
deal  of  prestige  to  our  organization,  for  Hughes  uirde  hiniKclf  very  conspicuous 
in  Congress  last  winter,  openly  taunting  the  Reimblican  leaders  concerning  their 
labor  records.  On  that  account  he  is  very  well  known  to  the  Republicans,  as 
well  as  the  Democrats,  and  if  he  is  beaten  principally  on  the  record  he  made  last 
winter,  it  will  make  others  sit  up  and  take  notice.  Our  principal  difficulty  here 
at  the  present  time  is  the  w^ant  of  funds.  The  candidate  we  are  running  against 
Hughes  Is  an  extremely  poor  man  and  is  unable  to  put  a  dollar  into  the  fight. 

Was  that  McClave? 
Mr.  MiTtrHALtr.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (continuing)  : 

And  on  account  of  the  campaign  our  association  is  making  in  other  districts 
we  have  verv  little  money  with  which  to  make  an  aggressive  fight.  I  asked 
Mr.  Bird  to  write  you,  thinking  that  you  might  be  able  to  help  us  out.  for  you 
stated  vourself  when  I  was  last  in  Boston  that  you  thought  it  was  no  niore 
than  light  that  we  should  have  the  money  returned  to  us  which  Mr.  Bird  ad- 
vanced to  help  out  in  the  fight  which  we  made  there  last  sunnner. 

If  vou  could  get  a  few  of  the  leading  manufacturers  in;i-our  town  to  return 
part  of  the  amount,  which  was  $1,000,  it  would  help  us  wonderfullv  in  this 
fight    and  it  would  be  greatly  appreciated.     If  you  can  do  this,  I  would  like 
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to  have  you  send  the  check  to  Mr.  J.  Philip  Bird,  the  general  manager  of  our 
association. 
Hoping  you  can  aid  us  in  this  most  important  fight,  believe  me  to  be, 
Faithfully,  yours. 


Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  succeed  in  getting  those  20  or  25  work- 
ers from  among  the  Knights  of  Labor? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  go  down  there.  I  did  not  go  there  at 
that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3963,  3964  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Shreve, 
or  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  him  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

You  speal:  about  Mr.  Gardner  writing  me  concerning  the  expenses  of  his 
district.  Tou  know  that  I  particularly  called  your  attention  to  this  matter 
months  ago  and  told  you  that  I  would  volunteer  my  services  to  go  around  with 
you  and  get  him  all  the  funds  you  needed,  but  you  never  accepted  my  offer 
and  it  is  pretty  late  now  to  tslk  about  funds,  for  I  l^now  that  you  are  aware 
of  the  fact  that  the  national  congressional  committee,  the  State  committee,  and 
county  committees  have  raked  this  State  thoroughly  by  this  time. 
J  I  wish  you  would  write  me  as  soon  as  you  get  this  letter  and  let  me  know 
what  the  financial  conditions  of  your  district  are,  as  well  as  the  inside  political 
condition.  You  know  I  advised  you  also  to  send  me  letters  that  I  could  i^ow 
in  our  people  in  the  New  York  office,  but  you  have  never  aent  them  to  me.  I 
suppose  you  overlooked  this,  for  I  feel  that  you  are  like  the  rest  of  us  at  the 
present  time — worked  to  death. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  3965-3967  a  letter  from  Mr.  Shreve  to  you  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter^.  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that,  as  loUows : 

As  to  the  matter  of  expenses,  I  was  talking  to  the  Ck)ngressman  some  time 
ago,  and  he  stated  tliat  in  all  of  his  campaigns  he  has  never  been  fortunate 
enough  to  receive  any  substantial  support  financially  from  outside  of  his  dis- 
trict, and  when  I  wrote  to  you  I  thought  you  understood  that  any  contribu- 
tions would  be  acceptable.  I  did  not  do  so  at  the  request  of  the  Congressman. 
I  do  not  know  the  exact  amount  his  campaigns  cost  him,  but  they  always  rua 
up  into  thousands  of  dollars,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  the  campaign 
two  years  ago  cost  him  considerable  over  $10,000,  because  he  had  many 
interests  now  favorable  then  against  him.  Understanding  this,  I  always  do 
all  I  poasibly  can  to  keep  down  expenses,  and  contribute  all  my  political  salary 
will  iiermit.  My  contributions  so  far  in  this  campaign  exceed  |300,  and  from 
present  indications  will  reach  over  $500  before  election.  I  only  mentioned 
this  to  sliow  you  that  we  try  to  take  care  of  our  own  interests  personally  under 
all  conditions. 

I  have  not  seen  Congressman  Gardner  to  talk  to  him  about  finances  for  more 
than  three  weeks,  for  the  reason  that  he  is  out  in  the  district  most  of  the  time, 
and  I  have  to  remain  here  in  Atlantic  to  look  after  this  end  of  it  and  keep 
missionaries  who  do  not  follow  brass  bands  and  attend  mass  meetings  out  in 
the  rural  districts  educating  the  voters. 

Just  at  the  present  time  the  Congressman  is  in  Cape  May  County.  Besides 
the  work  I  am  doing  here  in  Atlantic,  including  sending  out  literature  through- 
out the  district.  I  have  had  over  2o,000  documents  sent  out  from  Washington, 

The  conditions  In  Atlantic  County  are  favorable  to  Gardner,  but  there  seems 
to  be  n  disi)ositIon  to  suprwrt  Wilson  for  governor. .  The  same  condition,  I  find, 
exists  In  Cape  May  and  Ocean  Counties.  I  have  been  endesivoring  to  head  it 
off  to  some  extent  in  this  city  and  county,  but  the  voter.s  claim  that  the  best 
they  can  do  is  to  vote  for  Gardner.  This  refers  iwrticularly  to  the  class  of 
people  who  are  indei)endent  in  their  choice. 

Then  I  think  that  the  postscript  should  be  rend.     It  is  as  follows : 

P.  S. — My  opinion  is  that  the  most  va  Inn  hie  asset  In  a  campaign  Is  the  assur- 
ance from  jiersons  interested  In  national  affairs  that  they  will  guarantee  cer- 
tain results  in  their  particular  localities,  and  it  there  is  any  expense  attached 
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to  producing  the  promised  result  the  money  would  be  exijended  under  i>ersonal 
supenMsion  of  the  Interested  party  or  parties.  When  the  Candida ta  handles 
the  money  it  is  impossible  to  get  It  all  in  proper  hands  to  prevent  leaks,  as  it 
iB  impossible  to  investigate  all  cases  personally  when  demands  are  made. 

You  will  notice  that  Riddle  comes  out  as  a  Progressive  Republican,  when  in 
fact  he  was  placed  in  nomination  by  the  labor  unions  as  the  candidate  of 
osganized  labor.    He  is  trying  to  ride  two  horses  with  one  out  of  sight. 

I  think  that  is  interesting  as  showing  the  contrast  between  the 
activity  of  Mr.  Gardner  in  his  district  and  that  of  Mr.  McClave  in 
his  district.  I  had  a  kind  of  an  idea  that  they  ran  politics  in  a  differ- 
ent way  up  in  New  Jersey,  but  it  seems  not. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3968  is  an  article  dated  April  28,  1906. 

The  Chaikman.  No;  that  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Sibole  to  Mr.  Mul- 
hall.  The  text  of  the  article  referred  to  in  the  parentheses  just  above 
3968  is  omitted. 

Senator  Waush.  I  think  there  is  nothing  of  importance  in  the 
matter,  anyway. 

The  Chairman.  No.  . 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3968  is  a.  letter  dated  April  28,  1906.  We  are 
now  on  the  letters  of  1910.  This  letter  does  not  seem  to  be  dated  from 
any  particular  place.    Where  did  Mr.  Sibole  live? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  must  have  gotten  one  of  his  letters  in  there.  This 
is  not  the  newspaper  man. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  a  letter  dated  April  28,  1906,  and  bears  the 
signature  "  D.  Sibole."  I  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  four  years  out  of  place  in  this  record. 

Senator  Nei^on.  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  these  words  in  that 
letter,  which  I  think  furnish  the  key : 

These  men  are  beinif  piclcete<l  regularly  as  other  men,  and  from  wlint  I  find 
out.  are  liable  at  any  time  to  Join  the  union. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  refers  to  a  strike  and  is  asking  for  money, 
and  I  think  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Neuson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  desire  to  read  this,  because  it  can  be  then  taken 
back  to  the  other  connection.     It  is  as  follows: 

(3968.) 

April  2S,  1900. 

Col.  Muliiall:  I  regret  to  say  tliat  I  find  a  family  of  some  four  men.  all 
printers,  who  are  connected  with  the  church  I  belonjr  to  and  know  all  my  move- 
ments for  the  last  10  years. 

These  men  are  being  piclceted  regularly  as  other  men  and  from  what  I  find 
out  are  liable  at  any  time  to  Join  the  union. 

This  is  my  limit.  I  am  forced  to  resign  my  iK)sition  with  you  on  this  case 
with  much  sincere  regret,  for  I  feel  that  my  progress  so  far  has  l>een  fairly 
good.  Just  getting  Into  the  tiring  line  and  having  to  retrent :  but  my  reputation 
in  my  home  town  is  worth  more  to  me  than  I  could  stand  when  this  body  dis- 
covers theiT  mistJike  and  how  truly  fM)ft  they  are. 

If  you  have  some  other  work  out  of  town  you  could  put  me  on  I  would  be 
glad  to  consider  it  at  your  earliest  convenience,  for  I  will  be  looking  for  some 
other  work  at  once. 

Now.  Col.  Mulhall.  I  want  to  assure  you  bej'ond  a  doubt  that  I  have  been 
absr>lutely  loyal  to  you  and  the  Interests  you  work  for  and  will  remain  in 
set»recy  on  this  matter  hereafter,  and  you  are  at  liberty  to  jjrweed  as  If  I  had 
never  appearwl  on  tlie  scene. 

I  am  sure  I  want  the  respect  of  yourw»lf,  the  T>'i)othet«p.  and  >Ir.  Illrsh.  and 
such  men  in  preference  to  the  trades  people.  This  Is  no  case  of  the  doulile  croKH. 
You  are  at  liberty  to  show  this  to  the  above-nanieii  men.  for  I  would  like  them 
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to  aDdentand  me  and  feel  a  little  easier  on  the  withdrawal  of  mine,  for  they 
can  eauilj  find  oot  who  I  am. 

I  Inclofie  70a  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  intend  to  send  the  I.  T.  U.  imle»  I  am  ad- 
Tlsed  by  yoo  differently  by  Tuesday  a.  m.  I  think  it  will  pat  them  at  rest 
in  regards  to  me,  for  it  will  contain  nothing  in  it  bat  what  I  can  back  up. 

Wishing  yoa  all  posnble  success,  I  l>eg  to  remain, 

D.  SmouEL 

Ton  can  send  me  Saturday's  mon^  to  703  N.  Marshall  Street 

Was  Mr.  Sibole  one  <if  the  men  that  you  had  working  in  1906  ? 

Mr.  MixiiAix.  Yes.  Mr.  Sibole  was  a  member  of  the  Interna- 
tional Typographical  Union  and  was  holding  up  certain  members  in 
the  shop  that  he  was  in  at  that  time. 

Senator  Xkmox.  Was  it  political  work  or  strike  work ! 

Mr.  MtxHALi*.  Strike  work. 

Senator  Keed.  I  think  the  letter  is  important,  as  one  document 
showing  the  hiring  of  these  men,  but  I  want  to  ask  this  question. 
This  letter  is  typewritten  and  bears  a  typjewritten  signature.  Was 
that  the  shape  in  which  it  came  to  you,  or  is  that  a  copy  I 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  original  was  sent  to  the  Philadelphia 
Tvpothetae,  and  this  is  a  copy  that  I  kept  for  my  own  files. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  Xo.  3969  a  letter  which  vou  received  from  ilr. 
A.  E.  Cox? 

Mr.  MtXHAix  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  letter,  as  follows: 

My  Dear  CoijONkl:  Replying  to  yours  of  yestenlay.  I  am  glad  yoa  are  to 
write  to  Chairman  HatfieUl,  but  I  have  j?rave  doubts  eoncemlnp  the  result.  In 
other  words.  I  think  the  c-ommlttee  is  so  short  of  funds  that  it  is  m»t  doing  one- 
half  the  work  which  the  chairman  knows  ought  to  be  done  by  it 

I  will  see  what  ran  t>e  done  along  the  lines  you  mention,  though  I  feel  sure 
that  every  mnn  I  approach  will  say  that  he  has  already  contributcil  to  the  State 
committee  or  to  the  Republican  club,  and  I  am.  pretty  sure  it  will  be  impossible 
for  me  to  get  any  money  to  send  out  of  the  State.  But  concerning  this  I  will 
write  you  again  in  a  day  or  two. 

You  probably  have  heard  that  your  friend  Keliher  is  going  to  run  independ- 
ent, a  lot  of  business  men,  most  of  whom  do  not  reside  in  Boston,  having  in- 
dorsed his  candidacy.  They  also  made  a  mighty  effort  to  pull  the  Republican 
candidate  out,  expecting  thereby  to  send  the  Republican  vote  to  Keliher,  but 
they  did  not  succeed  in  this ;  and  we  now  have  three  candidates  in  this  district, 
with  the  chances  in  favor  of  Murray's  election,  because  the  district  is  over- 
whelmingly Democratic,  and  I  have  no  idea  that  either  Keliher  or  the  Republi- 
can candidate  will  win  out. 

No.  3970,  the  next,  is  a  mere  statement  of  hotel  expenses  and  is 
unimportant. 

No.  3971  is  a  telegram  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  dated  "  St  Louis, 
Mo.,  28."    It  says: 

Answering  your  telegram  of  to-day.    Use  your  own  Judgment 

Do  you  know  to  what  it  refers  or  what  its  date  ought  to  be  ? 
Mr.  MuLHAix.  I  know  from  the  fact  that  it  was  j^ent  to  the  Hotel 
Imperial,  where  it  was  received,  that  it  ought  to  be  in  the  campaign 

of  1908. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  what  campaign  did  this  particularly  refer? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  Watson  campaign,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3972  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr. 

Foraker!    . 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Beed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  that  letter : 

I  am  obliged  to  you  for  your  letter  of  October  26  and  for  the  information 
it  gives  me  as  to  what  has  been  done  and  is  being  done  In  the  State. 
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You  have  doubtless  learned  ere  this  from  the  newspapers  of  the  action  of  our 
State  committee.  Except  only  from  them  I  did  not  get  a  criticism  from  any 
source,  although  I  had  scores  of  letters  coming  from  all  over  the  State  and 
from  other  States. 

I  am.  In  consequence  of  the  present  situation,  greatly  embarrassed  to  know 
how  to  do  anything  to  help.  I  shall  continue,  however,  to  do  whatever  I 
may  find  myself  nble  to  do  to  bring  about  the  election  of  Harding  and  the 
whole  ticket.  The  situation  is  not  entirely  satisfactory,  but  it  is  hopeful.  We 
may  win  by  a  good  majority,  and,  of  coui*se,  we  may  lose.  Nobody  can  tell  at 
5;t  this  time  Just  how  we  stand  in  the  big  cities.  There  is  where  we  are  finding 
most  trouble. 

I  had  a  beautiful  letter  from  Mr.  Klrby  congratulating  me  on  the  Marys- 
ville  speech.  I  wrote  him  thanking  him  for  it  and  trust  I  may  have  the 
pleasure  of  meeting  him  soon. 

This  was  about  the  time  of  the  exposure  or  shortly  after  the  ex- 
posure of  Mr.  Foraker? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  By  the  Hearst  press? 

Senator  Beed.  Yes. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Reed.  "  3976 "  in  the  printed  copy  comes  between  No. 

3972  and  Xo.  3974.     I  do  not  know  what  to  make  of  this. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  should  be  numbered  3973,  probably.    In  any 
case,  it  is  already  in  in  connection  with  McClave's  examination. 
Senator  Reed.  We  will  change  the  number  and  make  it  3973.    No. 

3973  is  a  copy  of  an  account  which  you  rendered  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Show  the  account  to  him,  for  I  want  to  ask  him 
if  there  is  anything  in  relation  to  Mr.  McDermott  in  the  account. 
Let  him  look  at  the  account. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  the  printed  copy,  which  you  may  follow. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  No;  I  do  not  think  there  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  following  item : 

Oct  28.  Paid  to  one  member  of  the  silk  weavers,  $30. 

Is  that  the  same  man  whom  you  paid  before? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  then  there  is  this  item : 

Oct.  29.  Two  party  workers,  second  district,  $80. 

Was  that  money  paid  to  Mr.  Feeney  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Like  the  other,  at  Philadelphia  ? 

Ikfr.  MxjLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  that  No.  3974  is  important. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boot? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  in  the  McClave  campaign,  which  Mr.  Mc- 
Clave  so  stoutly  denied,  and  I  think  it  might  be  read,  as  follows : 

Your  letter  of  October  20th  has  just  this  moment  been  received.  I  am  very 
actively  at  work  in  the  New  Jersey  districts  in  the  present  campaign  and  have 
been  on  the  go  night  and  dny  for  the  Inst  two  weeks,  so  it  was  Impossible  for 
me  to  attend  to  any  mail,  and  l#did  not  get  yonr  letter  until  a  few  moments  ago. 

I  am  deeply  grieveil  at  thel  oss  of  Senator  Dolllver,  for  he  was  a  splendid  man 
and  a  very  sincere  friend  of  ours,  and  I  am  sorry  that  you  folks  lost  him  as  a 
lecturer  for  the  16th  of  next  month.  You  have  mentioned  a  lot  of  names  in 
your  letter  to  fill  his  place  at  your  next  meeting. 

Is  No.  3975  a  letter  that  was  written  to  you  by  Mr.  Emery  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter : 

Many  thanks  for  your  last  note  with  the  story  of  your  progress.  In  a  very 
few  days  I  shall  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing-  you  personally  and  hearing  tbe 
story  of  the  very  interesting  months  from  your  own  mouth.  We  have  been  so 
intensely  devoted  here  to  our  special  work  that  I  am  afraid  nothing  has  hap- 
pened which  will  be  of  special  interest  to  you,  so  I  shall  hold  the  story  of  our 
travels  until  a  later  date.  Tour  German  brother  joins  in  the  best  of  good 
wishes  to  you. 

Your  "  German  brother  "  was  Mr.  Schwedtman  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  What  special  work  were  they  to  do  in  London  ? 

Mr.  McLHALL.  Mr.  Schwedtman  and  Mr.  Emery  were  sent  to 
Europe  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers  or  by  the  Na- 
tional Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  I  am  not  sure  which,  to 
get  labor  conditions  in  Germany,  France,  and  England,  toward 
drawing  up  an  intelligent  employers'  liability  bill. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  an  employers'  liability  bill  or  a 
*   compensation  act  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  liability  bill,  I  think. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  some  bill  in  regard  to  labor  legislation  ? 

Mr.  MuirHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  the  damages  that  would  be  paid  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  your  attention  to  the  following 
item  in  your  account  of  October  10: 

Oct.  10.  Paid  for  advertising  and  labor  of  the  American  Federationist  of 
New  York  for  worlt  to  be  done  for  the  sixtli  New  Jersey  district  of  X.  J.,  as 
instructed,  ^50. 

What  do  you  mean  by  that  item?    Was  that  paid  to  a  newspaper? 

Mr.  MuLHALx..  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  American  Federationist? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  that  was  a  small  issue  that  was  printed  at 
Thirty-fourth  Street  at  that  time.  It  went  under  that  heading.  It 
was  a  New  York  paper. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  paper  representing  organized  labor? 

Mr.  MuLiiALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  printed  in  it?     What  was  the  matter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  gave  a  sketch  of  Mr.  McClave's  usefulness,  and 
I  believe  a  picture  of  his  family.  I  believe  he  prides  himself  on 
having  six  boys,  or  something  like  that — a  general  sketch  of  his 
career. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  there  any  such  paper  as  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  was  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  genuine  paper  representing  American  organ- 
ized lal)or? 

Mr.  Ml  LHALL.  It  was  not  the  American  Federationist  here  in 
Washington.    It  was  a  paper  that  was  printed  in  New  York  City. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  it  anything  more  than  a  campaign  paper 
that  was  just  issued  for  the  time  being? 

Mr.  Mi'LHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  that.  They  claimed  not.  They 
claimed  it  was  a  permanent  paper.  I  want  to  say  that  there  were 
several  papere  at  that  time  seeking  ads  in  that  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  What  is  the  date  of  that  account? 
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Senator  Walsh.  October  10. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  I  could  produce  a  paper,  if  you  wish  me  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  I  do  not  think  that  is  necessary. 

Senator  Eeed.  If  you  can  produce  it,  I  would  be  very  glad  to 
have  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Very  well. 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  I  will  try  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  wanted  to  find  out  whether  this  was  a  perma- 
nent paper  or  just  a  campaign  paper. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure,  but  they  claimed  that  it  was  a  per- 
manent paper  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  still  published? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure.     I  have  not  heard  from  it  since. 

Senator  Reed.  My  experience  has  been  that  they  always  claim  to 
be  permanent. 

There  is  in  the  print  no  No.  3976. 

No.  3977  is  a  telegram  from  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  know  who  was  the  publisher  of  this  paper  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  besieged  by  papers  at  that  time,  and  1  tnink 
Mr.  Hand  handled  most  of  the  stuff^    He  was  a  newspaper  man. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  simple  question  is,  Do  you  know  who  pub- 
lished it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  bring  a  copy  of  the  paper? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  will  try  to.    I  think  I  have  several  copies  left. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  would  show. 

Senator  Reed.  The  telegram  that  I  have  just  showed  you.  No.  3977, 
is  from  Mr.  Schwedtman,  and  says: 

Three  hundred  shoe  workers  returned  yesterday,  approximate  100  to-day. 
Special  war  upon  blue-ribbon  cutters.    Expect  you  next  week. 

Mr.  Schwedtman  appears  to  have  been  interested  even  at  this 
date,  November  5,  1910,  in  strike  matters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No;  that  was  the  shoe  workers'  strike,  in  1909,  if 
I  am  not  mistaken.    There  was  no  strike  in  1910. 

Senator  Reed.  The  date  here  in  the  print  is  1910.  I  do  not  believe 
there  is  any  date  on  the  original  telegram.  It  was  sent  November  5. 
I  think,  therefore,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  view  of  the  statement  of  CoL 
Mulhall,  that  this  telegram  ought  to  be  transferred  to  some  other  year, 
or  at  least  that  the  year,  "  1910,"  should  be  struck  out  of  the  print. 
It  is  misleading  as  it  is. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  no  date  on  the  original  telegram. 

Senator  Reed.  Nothing  except  "  November  5." 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  I  think  the  vear  ought  to  be  left  blank. 

The  Chairman.  Very  well.     Strike  out  "  1910." 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3978  does  not  appear  to  be  printed.  I  do  not 
know  why. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  that,  Senator? 

Senator  Reed.  A  bill  at  the  Hotel  Imperial  for  $116. 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  that  is  not  in  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  omitted  in  the  print.  It  should  be 
included. 
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Senator  Nelson.  There  is  "  cash,  $60  "  in  that  account.  May  not 
that  be  some  money  you  advanced  to  Mr.  McDermott? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir.  I  will  say  this,  that  I  could  get  cash  at 
the  Imperial  Hotel  any  time  I  wanted  it,  up  to  $1,000,  on  my  own 
I.  O.  U. ;  they  would  .give  me  any  amount  I  asked  for  up  to  that 
amount,  and  as  that  was  a  pretty  strenuous  campaign,  I  might  have 
wanted  some  cash  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  bill  will  go  in  as  No.  3978. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

(No.  3978  is  here  printed  in  full,  as  follows:) 

(3978.) 

Hotel  Imperial, 
yew  York,  yovemhcr  7,  1910. 

M.  M,  MulhaU  and  wife  to  Robert  Stafford,  Dr. 
Room  831 : 

2 days—  $8. 00 

5 days—  25. 00 

Restaurant 19. 60 

Wines,  etc 50 

Telephone . 1.  60 

Cash ^ 50.00 

Taxicab 10.40 

Tailor 1.00 


116. 10 

No.  3979  must  have  been  taken  out  during  Mr.  McClave's  exami- 
nation.   It  is  not  here  in  place. 

No.  3980  and  No.  3981  are  also  missing.  They  have  already  been 
identified.    They  are  in  reference  to  Mr.  McClave. 

3982-3984  is  a  copv  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAti^  l(an:er  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  do  not  see  anything  of  importance  there.  He  is 
simply  reviewing  the  campaign. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  is  a  very  important  matter  on  account  of  the 
money  paid  in.    I  want  to  show  the  result  that  was  gotten. 

^Senator  Reed.  It  does  show  the  results,  in  the  2,600  votes  that  Mr. 
Gardner  received.    I  will  read  this  paragraph : 

Mr.  Gardner  is  extremely  prateful  for  the  work  that  has  been  done  in  bis 
district.  He  told  me  on  Snnday  that  the  official  vote  will  give  him  about  2.60O 
votes  more  than  he  had  received  two  years  ajjo.  and  he  says  the  campai{2rn  made 
In  his  diFtrict  was  a  revelation  to  him.  He  told  me  there  was  some  talk  in  the 
district  about  throwing  out  part  of  his  vote  In  Atlantic  City,  but  that  there  was 
nothing  to  the  S'tory ;  that  some  soreheads  were  trying  to  get  into  the  press,  and 
when  the  official  vote  would  be  announced,  it  would  clearly  show  that  he  would 
win  the  district  by  nearly  O.OOf)  votes.  The  old  gentleman  is  very  much  elated 
over  the  situation,  for  he  stJited  that  I>oudeuslager  hvd  run  4,000  votes  behind 
in  the  first  district,  and  the  Democrats  would  contest  Loudenslager's  seat  In  the 
next  HouFe. 

Were  you  at  Mr.  Gardner's  house? 

Mr.  MuLHAU^.  Yes,  sir;  frequently.  That  is  where  I  had  pretty 
nearly  all  my  interviews  with  Mr.  Gardner.  That  is  the  reason  I 
said  to  the  Senator  a  short  time  ago  that  the  amounts  of  mone}^  paid 
to  Feeney  were  small  for  the  amount  (if  work  done. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  paragraph  also  might  as  well  be  read: 

The  old  gentleman  la  so  elated  by  the  results  in  his  district  that  he  confiden- 
tially told  lue  that  he  intends  to  take  a  very  proinipent  i>art  uiH>n  the  floor  of 
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the  House  this  winter,  and  will  make  a  fight  for  the  Speakership,  and  that 
he  will  announce  himself  to  his  friends  as  a  candidate  for  the  Speakership  if 
the  Republicans  carry  the  Sixty-third  Congress,  and  he  solicited  our  aid  along 
those  lines,  for  he  says  he  feels  sure  that  the  Republicans  will  come  back  into 
power  in  1912  by  a  big  majority,  and  if  this  Is  the  case  that  he  will  be  in  the 
field  for  the  Speakership  after  the  next  presidential  campaign. 

Mr.  Gardner  congratulated  me  upon  the  splendid  fight  made  in  Hughes's 
district  against  Hughes,  and  he  stated  that  we  would  have  beaten  Hughes  if 
It  was  not  for  the  Republican  landslide  In  Bergen  County.  He  seemed  to  be 
thoroughly  posted  on  the  splendid  fight  we  made  in  Paterson  against  Hughes, 
and  he  told  me,  as  a  member  of  the  executive  committee  of  the  State  com- 
mittee, that  he  was  in  close  touch  with  the  situation  in  that  district,  and  he 
claims  that  it  was  a  wonderful  piece  of  work  to  take  over  2,000  votes  away  from 
Hughes  in  Passaic  County  in  this  fight  when  the  whole  State  went  against  the 
Republican  Party  In  l^  complete  landslide,  electing  Wilson  by  over  46,000  votes. 

I  talked  over  the  situation  fully  with  Mr.  Gardner  concerning  the  short  ses- 
sion coming  on  this  winter,  and  Mr.  Gardner  feels  certain  that  the  labor 
agitators  w^ill  have  no  chance  of  getting  any  labor  legislation  at  this  session, 
for  he  feels  that  the  Republican  leaders  of  Congress  will  push  the  appropriation 
bills  through  at  the  short  session.  This  will  take  up  all  the  time  from  the 
time  Congress  begins  until  the  4th  of  March. 

Before  leaving  his  house  he  promised  me  his  active  support  in  any  way  we 
wished  it  and  assured  me  that  he  would  be  in  Washington  about  a  week  before 
Congress  met  and  that  he  would  like  to  see  me  in  Washington  after  he  got  there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3988  is  a  letter  in  regard  to  the  McClave  cam- 
pai^,  which  has  already  been  read. 

>i  o.  3989  is  another  McClave  letter  that  has  been  read. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  sure  that  has  been  read  ? 

Senator  Eeed.  I  have  the  letters  here  now. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  others  were  read,  but  I  am  not  sure  that  this 
one  was  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  3988  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
George  Burke? 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  that  letter : 

I  also  received  a  letter  from  our  late  candidate  for  Congress,  Maj.  McClave, 
In  relation  to  the  bills  that  were  left  after  the  campaign.  He  wrote  me  to  help 
him  out  on  the  amounts  that  were  owing  to  the  News.  I  wish  the  moment  that 
you  get  this  letter  that  you  would  confer  a  favor  ind  Pce  Mr.  Hand  and  advise 
Mr.  Hand  that  I  will  see  that  those  bills  are  paid  in  the  very  near  future. 

Before  I  left  New  York  I  consulted  the  general  manager  of  our  office,  and  he 
stated  that  we  would  pay  the  bill  provided  McClave  did  not.  I  shall  write 
McClave  to-day,  and  as  soon  as  I  get  his  answer,  if  it  Is  not  favorable  toward 
settling  those  bills,  I  will  send  a  check  to  Mr.  Hand  to  straighten  this  matter  up. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  notice  there  you  say  "  I  will  send  a  check  to  Mr. 
Hand."  You  testified  awhile  ago  that  you  were  forbidden  to  use 
checks. 

Mr.  MuLTiALL.  I  have  often  used  my  own  check. 

Senator  Reed.  A  check  to  a  newspaper  man  would  be  different 
from  a  check  given  to  a  labor  man.  I  understood  him  to  say  he 
never  paid  bills  of  the  latter  kind  with  checks. 

The  Chairman.  No.  3989  is  another  letter  to  Maj.  McClave. 

3985-3987  is  a  duplicate  of  3982^984. 

No.  3990  is  marked  strictly  confidential  and  addressed  "  Mr.  John 
Kirbv.  president  National  Association  Manufacturers."  Is  that  a 
copy  "of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  Mulhali-,  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  am  sending  you  to-day  a  copy  of  a  brief  report  I  am  making  to  Mr.  Bird 
Of  course,  Mr.  Bird  informed  me  that  I  should  be  very  careful  about  sending 
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such  a  report  through  the  mails,  but  I  am  taking  this  chance,  for  I  am  ex- 
temely  anxious  to  write  you  and  hear  from  you.  Of  course,  you  did  not  posi- 
tively state  that  I  should  not  write  you,  and  as  I  was  always  in  the  habit  of 
sending  my  reports  to  Mr.  Van  Cleave,  I  thought  maybe  that  you  would  be 
pleased  to  receive  a  copy  of  this  report  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  remainder  of  the  letter : 

I  heard  from  Mr.  Emery  to-day  that  you  were  in  New  York  on  his  arriral 
back  from  Europe.  I  should  be  greatly  pleased  if  I  could  get  an  invitation 
from  you  to  come  to  New  York  if  you  intend  to  visit  that  city  in  the  near 
future,  for  I  would  like  to  talk  over  our  prospects  in  Washington  with  you  for 
this  winter  and  next  and  have  your  advice  concerning  the  situation. 

I  am  perfectly  confident  that  we  made  a  splendid  campaign  in  many  sections 
of  the  country  last  year  and  that. our  organiisation  will  get  a  great  deal  of  credit 
from  anything  that  was  done. 

Closing  with  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  bearing 
from  you  in  the  very  near  future,  believe  me,  as  ever. 
Faithfully,  yours. 

No.  B991  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senatot  Reed.  1  will  read  this : 

Your  letter  of  November  19  is  duly  received,  and  I  was  pleased  to  hear  from 
you  and  learn  how  appreciative  Mr.  Gardner  Is  of  the  work  done  in  his  district, 
i  have  a  request  to  make  of  Mr.  Gardner  very  shortly  and  the  first  oppor- 
tunity that  I  have  of  coming  to  Washington  after  Congress  convenes  I  sliall 
present  it  to  him.  and  with  your  assistance  I  hope  to  accomplish  the  result  de- 
sired. It  will  be  in  connection  with  his  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads,  and  if  he  is  so  deeply  grateful  of  the  work  done  for  him  by  the  asso- 
ciation it  is  possible  for  him  to  reciprocate. 

1  can  not  see  how  it  will  be  possible  for  us  to  get  together  before  Congress 
convenes,  for  I  leave  on  Saturday  for  Dayton  and  shall  be  absent  all  that  week. 
However,  it  is  my  plan  to  be  In  Washington  either  the  day  Congress  convenes 
or  as  shortly  thereafter  as  Is  possible. 

With  best  wishes  to  yourself  and  family,  I  remain, 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager, 

Now  I  call  your  attention  especially  to  this  language : 

I  have  a  request  to  make  of  Mr.  Gardner  very  shortly  and  the  first  oppor- 
tunity that  I  have  of  coming  to  Washington  after  Congress  convenes  I  shall 
present  it  to  him,  and  with  your  assistance  I  hope  to  accomplish  the  result  de- 
sired. It  w*ll  be  In  connection  with  his  Committee  on  Post  Offices  and  Post 
Roads. 

Do  you  now  know  what  that  request  was? 

Mr.*^  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  It  was  to  get  a  lower  rate  for  their 
magazines  through  the  mails.  I  believe  they  thought  they  were 
assessed  a  little  too  high,  and  they  wanted  Mr.  Gardner  to  help  them 
out  and  get  a  lower  rate. 

Senator  Reed.  Postage  rate? 

Mr.  MixnALL.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  the  special  interest  that  Mr.  Bird  rep- 
resented in  this?  Was  it  their  own  publications  of  this  national  as- 
sociation or  the  Industrial  Defense  Association,  or  did  it  relate  to  a 
class  of  mail  generally  that  was  sent  through  the  mail  ? 

Mr.  MxxHALL.  I  understood  it  related  to  their  two  magazines,  the 
home  magazine,  which  they  called  American  Industries,  and  their 
foreign  magazine,  which  went  under  the  same  heading.  They  pub- 
lished a  foreign  magazine  as  well.  It  was  to  get  a  lower  rate  through 
the  mails  on  this  matter. 
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Senator  Eeed.  Mr.  Bird  evidently  thought  that  because  of  the  po- 
litical service  you  had  rendered  this  gentleman  you  would  have  an 
unusual  opportunity  to  secure  his  assistance? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir ;  and  they  got  it.  Mr.  Gardner  did  go  to 
the  post  office  later  and  got  the  reduction  made,  along  with  Mr. 
Boudinot  and  myself. 

Senator  Nelson.  When  was  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  short  time  after  this  letter  was  written. 

Senator  Xelson.  Whom  did  you  see? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  we  saw  the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster 
General. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  remember  who  it  was? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  that  up,  because  I 
know  the  story  is  told 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  the  point  you  made  before  the  Third 
Assistant  Postmaster  General? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  make  the  argument. 

Senator  Nelson.  But  you  heard  what  was  said  ? 
^  Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  know  that  I  did.    I  didn't  pay  much  atten- 
tion after  the  introduction.    I  think  Mr.  Boudinot  and  Mr.  Gardner 
done  all  the  talking. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  on  what  grounds  they  claimed  a 
reduction  of  postage? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  on  the  ground  that  they  were  assessed  too 
high — ^that  it  should  go  through  as  second-class  matter,  or  something 
like  that. 

Senator  Neuson.  The  dispute  was  whether  they  were  entitled  to 
the  second-class  privilege,  was  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  whether  it  was  a  regular  magazine  or  just 
one  of  those  transient  papers? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  into  the  details,  and  I  can  not  go  into 
the  details  now. 

Senator  Reed.  That  would  be  the  natural  dispute.  One  of  the 
assistant  postmasters  general  was  Joseph  Stewart,  but  I  think  he 
was  the  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  J.  J.  Britt  was  Third  Assistant  Postmaster 
General.  I  do  not  know  whether  he  was  at  that  particular  time 
or  not. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  this  up,  because  I 
think  I  wrote  about  the  call  we  made  on  the  Postmaster  General. 

3992,  3993  is  a  McClave  letter  which  has  already  been  read. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  3994,  3995  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Cox,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  a  little  of  that : 

I  have  been  anxious  to  write  to  you  for  some  time,  but  as  I  was  up  to  my 
neck  in  the  New  Jersey  canipaif?n  and  feeling  that  you  were  quite  busy  at 
home  I  delayed  sending  a  letter  until  the  present  moment. 

I  am  extremely  glad  to  tell  you  that  we  were  completely  successful  in  the 
New  Jersey  campaign.  We  beat  Mr.  Hughes,  a  Democrat,  in  his  home  county, 
taking  from  him  over  2.200  votes,  and  we  increased  Mr.  Gardner's  mfljority 
In  his  home  district  by  2.600  votes,  when  New  Jersey  was  carried  bv  a  Demo- 
cratic landslide  of  over  46,000  votes  for  Wilson. 
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I  do  not  think  I  care  to  read  any  more  of  that.  I  will  skip  the 
next  sentence  and  then  read  the  next  paragraph : 

I  am  also  sorry  to  hear  of  the  fight  that  has  been  made  upon  Senator  Lodge, 
and  if  I  can  be  of  any  help  to  you  in  the  situation  I  shall  be  glad  to  offer  my  aid 
as  a  volunteer.  I  am  going  to  try  to  urge  upon  the  leaders  of  our  organization 
to  have  us  start  and  do  organization  work  in  Massachusetts  right  after  CJon- 
gress  adjourns,  for  I  feel  positive  that  seven  or  eight  months  of  work  in  your 
State  would  give  us  splendid  results. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  should  like  to  read  the  paragraph  before  that: 

I  have  kept  in  close  touch,  through  the  public  press  and  through  letters,  of 
the  situation  in  your  State  and  was  extremely  sorry  to  hear  of  Gov.  Draper's 
defeat,  but  I  feel  this  will  be  a  lesson  to  the  Republican  leaders  in  your  State, 
as  it  ought  also  to  be  a  severe  lesson  to  the  business  men  of  your  State,  who 
allow  labor  unions  to  have  almost  complete  control  in  politics,  for  If  they 
stood  up  and  did  their  duty,  as  they  should  do,  they  could  easily  have  reversed 
the'  situation. 

The  Chairman.  Well,  all  of  the  letter  has  been  read  now  with  the 
exception  of  the  last  paragraph,  and  I  believe  I  will  read  that : 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  among  the  Members  of  Congress  as  they  are 
coming  to.  Washington  and  I  feel  confident  that  there  will  be  no  radical  labor 
legislation  at  this  session.  If  I  can  be  of  any  aid  to  you  here  in  W^ashington 
during  this  session,  or  if  I  can  be  of  any  help  to  you  in  your  State,  I  want 
you  to  know  that  I  will  be  at  your  call  at  any  time.  I  have  greatly  appre- 
ciated the  kind  words  you  gave  me  while  I  was  in  Boston  and  the  aid  you 
rendered  also,  and  I  am  anxious  to  reciprocate  in  any  way  I  possibly  can,  If 
the  opportunity  is  given. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  meet  the  Congressmen  at  the  depot,  or 
call  on  them 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  Hardly,  Senator;  I  generally  called  at  their  com- 
mittee rooms. 

Senator  Seed.  No.  3996  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  you 
to  Mr.  Schwedtman.    Is  that  correct? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

I  had  a  pleasing  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  on  last  Wednesday,  in  Wash- 
ington, and  I  was  very  glad  to  learn  of  yourself  and  wife's  safe  arrival  home. 
I  did  not  know  the  date  tliat  you  were  to  arrive  in  New  York,  and  if  I  had 
I  certainly  should  have  gone  to  New  York  to  see  you,  for,  as  I  stated  to  Mr. 
Emery,  I  would  have  been  glad  to  travel  200  miles  to  have  a  look  at  you, 
and  should  have  been  greatly  pleased  If  I  could  have  had  the  pleasure  of  hav- 
ing a  short  talk  with  you. 

I  feel  positive  that  you  will  be  in  Dayton  this  week,  at  the  meeting  that  is 
to  be  held  there,  and  that  you  will  fully  learn  what  took  place  concerning  our 
organization  since  you  have  been  absent  in  Europe. 

I  have  been  making  a  canvass  of  the  Members  of  the  House,  and  some  in  the 
Senate,  since  the  close  of  the  last  campaign,  and  am  glad  to  report  that  things 
are  looking  very  bright  to  me.  as  far  as  our  organization  is  concerned,  at  the 
coming  session  of  Congress. 

I  will  omit  the  rest  of  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  seems  from  this  letter  that  friendly  relations 
had  been  restored  between  you  and  Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  MuLHALL,  Business  relations.  I  don't  believe  we  were  ever 
on  what  you  would  call  a  kissing  basis. 

Senator  Seed.  Is  3997*  3998  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird?  .      . 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  I  will  read  all  that  letter. 
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(Senator  Walsh  read  3997,  3998,  as  follows:) 

Washington,  D.  C.  yovcmher  28,  1910. 
Mr.  J.  P.  BiBD, 

General  Manager,  National  Association  of  Manufacturers, 

Rcyhold  Building,  Dayton,  Ohio. 

My  Deab  Mb.  Bird:  Your  very  kinfd  letter,  In  reply  to  mine  of  November 
19th,  was  received,  and  many  thanks  for  your  prompt  answer. 

I  have  been  very  busy  since  I  sjiw  you  last.    I  have  been  devoting  my  time* 
for  about  nine  hours  a  day  to  politics,  and  for  the  balance  of  the  time  I  have 
been  helping  Mrs.  Mulball  to  move  from  our  old  home,  624  Oak  Avenue,  to 
3933  Old  York  Road.    We  have  not  gotten  out  of  our  old  house  yet,  and  I  will'. 
let  you  know  when  I  have  changed  my  address. 

I  have  made  a  complete  canvass  of  the  members  of  the  Maryland  delegation, 
and  I  find  the  Democrats  in  Maryland  to  be  in  a  very  receptive  mood.  I  have 
made  two  trips  from  Baltimore  to  Washington  with  a  prominent  member  of 
tbat  delegation  and  have  had  several  Inteniews  with  one  of  the  Senators  from 
my  honje  Stflte.  I  met  Mr.  Clark,  the  next  Speaker  of  the  Democratic  House,- 
on  last  Saturday,  when  in  Baltimore  at  the  Rennert  Hotel,  and  I  had  a  pleasing 
interview  with  him  this  forenoon  in  this  city.  I  feel  perfectly  confident  that, 
there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  the  coming  session,  and  up  to  the  present 
time  there  has  been  no  program  arranged  by  the  leaders  of  the  Republican 
Party  for  this  winter,  or  what  they  shall  do  next  spring. 

There  is  considerable  talk  among  the  Republican  Members  that  are  now 
arriving  in  Washington  that  they  will  encourage  the  President  to  have  an  extra 
session  of  Congress  after  the  fourth  of  March,  putting  it  up  to  the  Democrats 
to  revise  several  schedules  of  the  new  tariff  bill,  and  by  so  doing  they  believe 
they  will  put  the  Democratic  organization  in  the  House  in  a  hole,  for  the 
I>emocrats  generally  make  a  mistake  when  they  go  monkeying  with  the  tariff. 

I  will  see  several  Members  of  the  House  to-day  and  to-morrow  and  will  be 
able  to  make  an  interesting  rejiort  to  you  when  you  come  to  Washington  a 
week  from  to-day,  as  you  say  In  your  last  letter. 

I  feel  perfectly  confident  that  Mr.  Gardner  will  help  you  in  any  way  you 
wish  his  aid,  with  the  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  and  I  will 
see  him  before  you  get  here  and  make  arrangements  for  him  to  see  you. 

I  was  greatly  surprised  to  know  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  in  Washington  on  Sat- 
urday of  last  week,  as  I  had  received  no  notice  of  his  arrival,  and  I  had  several 
pieces  of  Information  that  I  think  he  would  have  been  glad  to  receive,  and 
besides.  I  would  like  to  confer  with  him  about  a  proposition  that  has  been  put 
up  to  me  by  some  friends,  to  start  an  active  campaign  In  the  East,  right  after 
the  adjournment  of  Congress,  which  I  feel  certain  we  ought  to  do.  as  It  will 
help  our  organization,  In  my  opinion,  right  where  they  need  help  at  the  present 
time. 

I  will  not  make  an  extensive  report  In  this  letter,  as  I  hope  to  have  the 
pleasure  of  seeing  you  the  early  part  of  next  week:  so  closing  with  very  best 
wishes  for  yourself,  Mr.  Kirby.  and  our  friends  that  you  will  meet  In  Dayton, 
and  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  meeting  you  soon.  I  am.  as  ever. 
Very  faithfully,  yours. 

Mr.  MuLHAi>L.  I  want  to  correct  that  statement  about  Mr.  Clark.  I 
want  to  say  that  I  called  with  ex-Mayor  Mahool,  of  Baltimore,  and 
other  prominent  Democrats,  and  that  was  the  interview  I  had.  It 
was  nothing  as  to  politics  at  all;  it  was  merely  a  friendly  call  on 
leading  men  of  the  party  in  Maryland. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  simply  paying  your  respects? 

Mr.  MUL.HALU  Simply  paying  my  respects ;  yes.  Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  3999/4000  is  a  fetter  from  Mr.  McClave  to  you, 
which  has  already  been  read. 

4001  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4002  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to 

you. 

Mr.  MrLHALi.  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  much  of  it : 

I  duly  received  your  letter  of  the  19th  instant  and  have  also  read  your  letter 
to  Mr.  Bird  received  by  him  here  this  morning. 

Now,  I  presume  you  will  think  strange  that  I  have  not  given  your  communica- 
tion prompter  and  fuller  consideration,  but  the  fact  is,  Colonel,  I  have  simply 
been  so  snowed  under  that  I  have  not  been  in  my  office  at  the  factory  since  a 
week  ago  Inst  Monday,  and  I  must  leave  here  next  Tuesday  for  the  Pacific 
coast.  In  the  meantime  I  must  go  to  Buffalo  for  one  day,  and  how  I  am  goins 
to  get  matters  in  proper  shape  I  don't  know. 

I  was  in  Washington  a  week  ago  Saturday  with  the  directors  of  the  Tariff 
Commission  Association,  but  did  not  decide  to  go  with  them  from  New  York 
until  the  afternoon  of  Friday  and  left  Washington  in  the  afterhoon  of  Saturday. 
In  the  meantime  we  had  a  conference  with  the  President,  and  every  minute  of 
our  time  was  occupied  to  such  an  extent  that  I  could  not  possibly  get  In  touch 
with  you. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  No.  4003,  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 

Mr.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Reed.  Will  you  look  at  that  and  say  whether  that  is  a 

letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir- 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  part  of  this : 

As  the  session  of  Congress  has  now  convened,  and  your  duties  will  be  to  a 
larige  extent  in  connection  with  Mr.  Emery's  office  in  Washington,  it  seems 
proper  that  you  should  again  report  to  Mr.  Emery  for  your  instructions  until 
farther  notice. 

Further  than  this,  Mr.  Kirby  and  I  are  leaving  this  afternoon  for  the  Pacific 
coast  and  shall  be  absent  the  greater  part  of  this  month,  and  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  do  anything  more  than  send  you  these  instructions  by  mail. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  report  to  Mr.  Emery  after  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  you  came  once  more  under  Mr.  Emery's 
orders  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  understanding  we  had, 
Senator. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  item  is  4404r-4006. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  the  account  there  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  hunting  for  it.  I  think  it  was  taken  out  and 
put  in  Mr.  McClave's  papers. 

I  now  hand  you  this  account,  which  I  have  found,  and  I  ask  you 
if  that  is  an  account  which  you  rendered  this  association. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  your  attention,  Mr.  Mulhall,  to  this  item : 

November  1.  Paid  for  advertising  as  i>er  instructions  for  the  sixtli  New 
Jersey  district,  $50. 

Was  that  advertising  in  this  same  labor  paper? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  beReve  it  was.  ^Vhen  I  say  "per  instructions," 
I  want  to  say  that  before  that  advertising  was  done  I  called  on  Mr. 
Bird  and  had  his  advice  in  relation  to  this  paper.  That  is,  I  was 
instructed  to  proceed  in  the  way  I  did. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  November  4  you  paid  a  member  of  the  Silk 
Weavers'  Union  $i^0.     Is  that  the  same  man  that  you  paid  before? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Neljson.  Then  I  see  this  item : 

November  5.     Paid  to  two  party  workers  of  second  X.  J.  district,  $80. 

Was  that  paid  to  Mr.  Feeney? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  for  the  Gardner  campaign. 
Senator  Nelson.  Then  I  see  this  item : 

November  6.  Paid  to  three  party  workers  for  manning  the  xwlls  in  the  fourtli 
district  of  the  first  ward,  $30. 

Who  were  those  men  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  were  men  working  imder  Mr.  Burke.  There 
were  not  only  two,  but  money  was  paid  all  over  the  State  to  other 
leaders  for  that  purpose,  under  the  instructions  of  Mr.  Conkling  and 
the  chairman  of  the  county  committee,  Mr.  Burke. 

Senator  Nei-son.  And  the  item  of  $160,  below  that,  was  for  the 
same  purpose,  I  suppose? 

Mr.  MrLHAix.  Yes;  that  was  for  work  done  on  election  day. 

Senator  Neubon.  And  I  see  below  that  an  item  for  $58. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  was  money  spent  while  visiting  the  polls? 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  yes.  Did  vou  give  the  voters  any  money 
that  day? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  that  I  did,  directly. 

Senator  Neuson.  Well,  did  you  do  it  indirectly  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir.  I  might  say  that  party  workers  around 
the  polls  were  furnished  money  on  that  day,  ii  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  they  instructed  by  you  to  give  the  voters 
money? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  they  were  not.  But  I  will  say  this,  that 
Mr.  Conkling  sent  me  a  list  of  repeaters  there,  if  I  wished  to  use 
them,  and  I  refused  to  do  so.  He  said  they  would  be  used  on  the 
other  side,  and  that  was  the  reason. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  Mr.  Conkling? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  the  ex-county  chairman  of  Passaic  County. 
You  will  find  them  on  that  list. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  a  list  of  repeaters? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  distinguished  repeaters,  from  New  York. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  suppose  you  felt  sure  you  would  win  without 
them. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  into  that  class  of  campaigning. 

Senator  Reed.  4007,  4008  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr, 
Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4009,  4010  a  copv  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Mc- 
Clave? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  believe  that  one  has  been  read. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  not. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

(4009,  4010.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  December  13,  1910. 

Hon.  J.  S.  Wood  McClave, 

1  Madison  Avenue,  New   York  City, 

Dear  Sir:  Youfb  of  November  30th  was  received  some  time  ago,  but  on 
account  of  sickness  in  my  home  I  have  been  nnable  to  answer  It.  The  best 
answer  I  can  make  to  your  letter  is  to  enclose  to  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent 
on  November  19th  to  Mr.  George  Burke,  which  you  will  please  find  enclosed  with 
this  letter. 
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I  would  have  recommended  to  our  people  the  settlement  of  this  bill  when  the 
campaign  closed,  if  it  was  not  for  the  fact  that  it  was  your  manager,  Mr.  Burke, 
who  contracted  the  bill,  and  with  very  little  consultation  about  the  matter  witb 
myself.  Mr.  Burke  made  the  recommendation  to  put  up  the  posters  and  to  do 
the  work  that  you  write  about  and  he  had  your  interests  at  heart  when  he  did 
It,  and  no  one's  else.  I  thought  you  should  pay  the  bill,  for  neither  Mr.  Burke 
or  myself  were  running  for  office,  and  I  am  a  little  bit  surprised  to  read  the 
paragraph  in  your  letter  where  you  say :  **  The  matter  of  being  defeated  does 
not  enter  into  the  question  at  all,  except  possibly  had  I  been  elected  there  would 
have  been  no  question  on  your  part  of  having  the  bills  paid,  but  having  been 
defeated  it  seems  to  be  now  another  question." 

'  After  the  way  that  I  served  you  in  the  last  campaign,  it  seems  a  very  poor 
way  to  repay  me  for  what  I  attempted  to  do  and  for  you  to  send  such  a  para- 
graph in  your  letter.  It  would  not  have  made  any  difference  to  me  whe  her  you 
were  elected  or  defeated  or  whether  you  run  for  Congress  again  or  not.  If  I 
felt  that  our  people  were  obligated  to  pay  those  bills  I  certainly  should  have 
made  the  recommendation  which  I  did  make  when  I  wro^e  to  Mr.  Burke. 

I  wish  to  close  this  letter  by  stating  that  our  general  manager  is  in  the  far 
West  and  will  not  be  bi^ck  for  eight  or  ten  days.  The  moment  he  gets  back  I 
shall  send  him  a  copy  of  your  letter  and  ask  him  to  pay  your  bills,  for  I  feel 
that  the  News  people,  at  least,  should  not  lose  anything  on  account  of  your 
campaign. 

I  would  like  to  have  you  return  the  copy  of  the  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Burke,  as 
I  am  taking  it  off  my  files,  so  closing  this  letter  in  answer  to  yours,  I  am. 
Very  respectfully, 

4011,  4012  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  A.  C.  Marshall  to 
Mr.  Emery. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir.    I  think  it  was  given 

to  me  by  Mr.  Emerv. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  is  A.  C.  Marshall? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  secretary  of  the  Dayton  Manufacturers' 
Association. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  that  is  important. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn,  then,  until  half  past  2. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  adjourn,  I  wish  to  say  that  under  date 
of  July  15  I  received  from  Thomas  O.  Marvin  the  following  letter, 
on  the  letterhead  of  the  Home  Market  Club : 

The  New  Willabd. 
»  Washington,  D.  C,  July  15,  19 IS. 

Hon.  Thomas  J.  Walsh, 

Senate  Otflce  BuiUHng,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sib:  The  inclosed  clipping  from  the  Washington  Post  of  July  14 
Indicates  that  the  Tariff  Reform  League  Is  not  wholly  indifferent  to  what  is 
transpiring  in  political  circles. 

Mr.  I^wrence,  president  of  the  league,  may  bo  too  old  a  man  to  subject  to 
the  ordeal  of  testifying  before  the  lobby  committee,  but  presumably  there  are 
officers  or  members  of  the  league  who  would  be  able  to  impart  useful  informa- 
tion In  regard  to  organized  elTorts  to  reduce  the  tariff  in  the  Interest  of  In- 
creased imiwrtations  of  foreign  goods. 

The  rei)ort8  of  the  tariff  liea rings  of  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Finance  Com- 
mittees would  show  the  names  and  arguments  of  a  great  many  men  who  repre- 
sented the  importing  and  foreign  manufacturing  interests. 

It  seems  hardly  fair  that  the  men  Interested  in  the  development  of  American 
Industries  should  be  the  only  ones  summoned  before  the  committee.  The  story 
of  the  efforts  to  open  our  markets  to  foreign  manufticturers  ought  also  to  be 
told. 

In  the  examination  of  Mr.  Whitman  questions  were  asked  relating  to  events 
as  far  back  as  1895.  Why  not.  also,  look  into  the  activities  of  the  Cobden  Club 
In  the  campaigns  of  1844,  1870,  and  18S0? 

It  would  hardly  seem  wise  for  the  Democratic  Party  to  assume  an  attitude 
of  hostility  to  American  interests  and  friendliness  toward  foreign  Interests. 
Respectfully, 

THoiiAS  O.  Mabvir,  Secretary. 
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To  that  letter  I  answered  as  follows  under  date  of  July  17,  1913 : 

July  17.  1913. 
Thomas  O.  Marvin,  Esq., 

The  New  Willard,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Oeab  Sir  :  Your  letter  of  July  15  is  nt  hnnd.  Your  cynical  suggestion  about 
inquiring  into  the  activities  of  the  Cobden  Club  in  the  campaigns  of  1844,  1870, 
and  1880  I  nm  able  to  construe  only  as  an  lmi)ertinent  criticism  of  the  work  of 
the  committee,  serving  to  characterize  your  suggestion  of  an  Inquiry  into  the 
activities  of  the  Tariff  Reform  League. 

If  the  Cobden  Club  has  been  here,  through  any  of  its  representatives  during 
tlie  present  session  of  Congress  endeavoring  to  influence  legislation,  and  the 
¥?ork  they  have  been  doing  is  continuous  in  Its  character,  extending  back  to 
1840,  the  committee  would  exhibit  the  same  willingness  to  inquire  into  its 
activities  as  it  has  into  those  of  Mr.  Whitman.  It  Is  a  very  fair  Inference  that 
lie  and  his  association  have  been  carrying  on  much  the  same  kind  of  work  dur- 
ing the  present  session  as  they  have  in  past  times.  The  Inquiry  into  the  past 
record  of  Mr.  Whitman,  in  connection  with  leglplation  affecting  the  tariff,  was 
entered  upon  with  the  tacit  approval,  at  least  without  any  objection,  from 
either  Senator  Cummins  or  Senator  Nelson,  who  are,  like  yourself,  protec- 
tionists. Either  you  or  Mr.  Winthrop  Marvin  was  interrogated  about  the  work 
of  the  Tariff  Reform  League,  and  a  diligent  effort  was  made  to  ascertain  from 
you  about  any  efforts  it  was  putting  forth  in  the  direction  suggested  in  your 
communication.  It  was  believed  that  If  anything  worthy  of  notice  was  being 
done  by  that  organization  you  would  know  of  it.    The  inquiry  came  to  naught. 

I  shall  turn  your  letter  over  to  the  committee  that  it  may  be  printed  with  the 
proceedings.    Perhaps,  it  would  be  wise  for  the  committee  and  the  public  gen- 
erally to  read  your  testimony  In  the  light  afforded  by  your  letter  concerning 
the  frame  of  mind  In  which  your  evidence  was  given. 
Very  truly,  yours. 

Mr.  Marvin  then  called  upon.  me.  It  is  not  necessary  to  go  into 
the  character  of  our  conversation  further  than  to  indicate  that  he 
made  some  aj>ology  for  the  letter  he  wrote;  or,  rather,  undertook  to 
impress  me  with  the  idea  that  I  had  wrongly  interpreted  the  spirit 
in  which  it  was  written.  He  then  communicated  with  me  as  follows. 
This  was  with  the  heading  of  the  Home  Market  Club  : 

[The  Home  Market  Club,  77  Summer  Street.  Boston.] 

The  New  Willard, 
^ya8hington,  D,  C,  July  18,  J913. 
Hon.  Thomas  J.  Walsh, 

Senate  Office  Building,  Washington,  D,  C. 

Deab  Senator  Walsh:  Inclosed  herewith  are  the  names  of  importers, 
agents  of  foreign  manufacturers,  and  others  who  petitioned  for  reductions  of 
tariff  duties. 

There  will  be  a  number  of  duplications  in  this  list  because  some  of  the  men 
appeared  before  both  the  Ways  and  Means  and  Finance  Committees,  and  also 
appeared  In  connection  with  more  than  one  schedule  or  paragraph. 

I  hope  that  it  may  be  of  some  use  to  the  committee  to  see  so  large  a  list  as 
this  of  those  who  applied  for  tariff  reductions  in  the  interest  of  Increased  Im- 
portations of  foreign  goods. 

Respectfully,  yours,  Thomas  O.  Marvin, 

Secretary, 

(The  list  referred  to  is  as  follows:) 

Names  of  Importers  and  Others  Who  Appealed  fob  Reduction  or  Tariff 

Duties. 

schedule  a. 

Robert  J.  Keller,  Alfred  Kubler,  vice  president  the  Gelgy-Ter  Meer  Co.,  New 
York.  Manufacturers  in  Basel.  Switifcerland,  of  tannic  acid  and  nutgall 
extracts.    Page  53,  hearings  before  Ways  and  Means  Committee. 

C.  S.  Welsh,  Park  &  Tilford,  New  York.  Importers  of  perfumery,  toilet  prepa- 
rations, brushes,  etc.    Page  66,  hearings,  etc. 
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Ferdinnnd  Cocorullo.  New  York.    Importer  of  mnnnit.    Page  87,  hearings,  etc. 

G.  R.  Schroeder,  secretary  Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  Yorlc.  Pages  88 
and  101,  also  pages  284  and  480,  Schedule  B.  (Subsidized  by  the  Italian 
Government,  p.  278,  line  15.) 

E.  O.  Lemon,  vice  president;  W.  J.  Dippel.  secretary  C.  Tennant  &  Sons  Co,, 
New  York.  100  William  Street.  United  States  agents  of  the  Norwegian 
Hydro-Electric  Nitrogen  Co.   (Ltd.)     Pages  80-02,  hearings,  etc. 

Schering  &  (»latz.  New  York.     Camphor.     l»age  130. 

Josph  Dick.  198  Broadway,  New  York.  Importer  of  German  and  Austrian 
bone  glues  in  CMke  form.     Page  217,  hearings,  etc.  , 

£.  C.  Klipstein,  A.  Kllpstein  &  Co.,  New  York.  Importers  of  indigo  colors. 
Page  227,  hearings,  etc.  **  We  are  importers^  and  consequently  we  have  not 
come  here  to  say  that  any  of  the  things  you  have  done  or  are  going  to  do  are 
going  to  ruin  us." 

A.  H.  Washburn,  representing  J.  A.  &  W.  Bird  &  Co.,  New  York  and  Boston. 
Importers  of  paints.  Agents  for  the  Repolin  Co.,  Holland.  Page  312.  hear- 
ings, etc. 

Maurice  I^eon,  representing  Roger  &  Gallett.  New  York.  Imjwrters  of  perfumery 
and  soaps.  **  Under  the  present  rates  (Payne-Aldrlch)  it  has  been  our 
experience  that  it  is  difficult,  if  not  imiiosslble,  for  us  to  comi»ete  on  our 
market  for  tlie  class  of  goods  which  goes  into  the  homes  of  iieople  in  medium 
circumstances."     Puge  389,  hearings,  etc. 

Francis  B.  Arnold,  representing  F.  K.  Arnold  &  Co..  New  York.  Imixirters  of 
soaps.  *'  Under  the  Payne  tariff  we  have  been  able  to  recommence  the  Im- 
portation of  the  low-i>rlced  sonps."     Page  391,  etc. 

Lockwood,  Brackett  &  Co..  New  York.  Imjxirters  of  castile  soap.  Page  414, 
hearings,  etc. 

Albert  &  Hart,  representing  I.<eousi,  Clouney  &  Co.  Advocated  free  sponges. 
Page  419,  hearings,  etc. 

SCIIEDULK    B. 

The  Meyer  CJo.,  253  Brondwf^y.  New  York.     Tiles.     Page  436,  hearings,  etc. 
Adolph  Grant  &  Co.,  New  York.     "The  tile  industry  in  this  country  would  not 

suffer  in  the  least  if  the  entire  duty  were  removed."     Page  437. 
W.   S.  Pitcairn,  New  York,  representing  the  importers  of  English  china  and 

earthenware.     Page  504,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  If.,  Pitkin,  Chicago,  merchant,  dealer  in  iwttery,  crockery,  and  earthenware. 
Page  007,  hearings,  etc. 

Jerome  Jones  merchant,  dealer  and  imiwrter,  china,  crockery,  and  e.'rt hen- 
ware.     Page  012,  hen  rings,  etc. 

George  Kolb,  Herman  Siegel,  Julius  Kosenfeld,  committee  of  the  importers  of 
German  and  Anstri^m  china.  New  York.     Page  668,  hearings,  etc. 

Hugo  Reisinger.  11  Broadway,  New  York.  Electric  light  CJirt)ons.  Page  880, 
he*)rinirs  etc 

M.  Kirchl)erger,  374  Second  Avenue,  New  York;  H.  G.  McF^oddhi  &  Co.,  38 
Warren  Street.  New  York;  Henry  Eudemann,  32  Park  Place,  New  York; 
Oscar  ().  Snedlently,  127  Duane  Street.  New  York:  Fonderille  and  Naw  In- 
dustrie. 37  Warren  Street,  New  York;  Fensterer  &  Ueihl.  47  Murray  Street, 
New  York ;  B.  (lunthel,  49  Barclay  Street,  New  York :  Franz  Euler  &  Co.,  1 
Hudson  Street,  New  York;  imiwrters  of  glassware  at  the  port  of  New  York. 
IVge  765,  hcM  rings,  etc. 

Oscar  O.  Frledlander,  New  York.  Imiwrter  of  hollow  glassware.  Page  77G, 
he:i  rings,  etc. 

F.  J.  (ioertner,  sales  manager  Senion  Bache  &  Co.,  New  York.  Window  glass. 
Page  Sl(>.  hearings,  etc.  **  We  request  your  consideration  of  the  pn»priety  of 
a  substantial  reduction  in  the  duties  throughout  this  paragraph.*'  Pajves  816, 
H4H,  S40,  H."a.  hearings,  etc. 

F.  E.  Hamilton,  attorney,  representing  the  Taylor-Hobson  Co.,  New  York. 
Lenses  of  glasses.    Page  881,  hearings,  etc. 

G.  C.  Gennert,  24  East  Thirteenth  Street,  New  York.  Lenses  and  cameras. 
Page  883,  hearings,  etc.  ,  ^ 

Henry  S.  Williams,  president  Williams,  Brown  &  Earle   (Inc.),  Philadelphia. 

Lenses  and  microscopes.    Page  891,  hearings,  etc. 
T.  M.  Lane,  representing  Mayer  &  Co.,  Philadelphia.     Stained-glass  windows. 

Page  901,  hearhigs,  etc 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.       3285 

Benjamin  D.  Traitel,  secretary  Marble  Industry  Employers*  Association,  New 

York.    Block  marble.    Page  915,  hearings,  etc. 
C.  D.  Jackson  &  Co.,  New  York.    Marble.    Page  928,  hearings,  etc. 
George  W.  Ashley,  president  Sisson  Marble  Co.,  Baltimore.    Page  936,  hearings, 

etc 
Frank    J.    Hanold,    representing    National    Association    of    Granite    Dealers. 

Granite.    Page  942,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   C. 

Paul  Baumann,  621  Broadway,  New  York,  representing  Wni.  Prym  Co.  (Ltd.), 
Germany.  Hooks  and  eyes,  snap  fasteners,  and  buckles.  Page  1595,  hear- 
ings, etc.  "There  are  no  fasteners  made  in  this  country,"  etc.  See  brief 
filed  with  Finance  Committee  by  United  States  Fastener  Co.;  also  pins. 
Page  1596,  hearings,  etc. 

Frederick  H.  Beach,  New  York.    Aluminum.    Page  1514,  hearings,  etc. 

Hermann  Boker  &  Co.,  New  York.  Plated  sheets.  Asked  for  reduction  of  40 
per  cent  duty  because  these  sheets  are  not  made  in  this  country.  Page  1110, 
hearings,  etc.  Also  pocketknives,  page  1367,  hearings,  etc.  (Compare  duties 
asked  for  with  bill.) 

Philip  Berolzheimer,  337  Broadway,  New  York.    Penholders.    Page  1712. 

Curt  G.  Pfeiffer,  vice  president  Geo.  Borgfeldt  &  Co.  Cutlery  and  pocket- 
knives.    Page  1378,  hearings,  etc.    Penholders.    Page  1712,  hearings,  etc. 

Alex.  Schwalbnch,  New  York,  representing  J.  S.  Bretz  Co.,  New  York,  and 
FIchtel  &  S-'cliJ.-,  Schweinfnrt,  Bavaria.  Balls  and  bearings.  Page  1070, 
hearings,  etc*. 

Otto  Ruber,  secTotarj-  Budd  &  Westermann,  New  York.  Bottle  caps.  Page 
193S,  hearings,  etc. 

Dr.  Henry  A.  Christian,  professor  theory  and  practice.  Harvard  University. 
Surgical  instruments  and  scientific  apparatus.    Page  2141,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  Stratmann,  chairman  Max  Klaas.  Ewald  Krusuis,  Herman  Kind,  committee 
Cutlery  Importers'  Association.    Page  1370,  hearings,  etc. 

Francis  E.  Hamilton,  counsel  the  Donubil  Works,  32  Broadway,  New  York. 
Flexible  metal  tubing  or  hose.  Page  1355,  hearings,  etc.  Also  containers. 
Page  1900.  hearings,  etc.    Also  machine  tools.    Page  2003. 

K.  W.  Meade,  president  New  York  Transportation  Co.,  Fifth  Avenue  Coach  Co. 
Automobile  chassis  and  parts.    Page  1289,  hearings,  etc. 

Max  Frankel  Co.,  New  York.    Bottle  caps.    Page  1933. 

Joseph  Gales,  302  Broadway,  New  York,  representing  Schoverling,  Daly  & 
Gales.     Firearms.     Page  1425.  hearings,  etc. 

Alfred  Field  &  Co.,  agents  Joseph  Gillott  &  Sons,  New  York.  Importers  of 
pens.    Page  1709,  hearings,  etc. 

Edward  P.  Rosenfeld,  Guiterman,  Rosenfeld  &  Co.,  New  York.  Importers 
aluminum,  aluminum  sheets.    Page  1539,  hearings,  etc. 

J.  W.  Rlglander.  Hammel,  Riglander  &  Co.,  New  York.  Watches,  nippers,  and 
pliers;  spectacles  and  eyeglasses.    Page  1867,  hearings,  etc. 

Oscar  Heyman,  president  Oscar  Heyman  &  Co.,  220  West  Nineteenth  Street,  New 
York,  representing  importers  of  bottle  caps.    Page  1930,  hearings,  etc. 

H.  J.  McGrane,  secretary  Read,  Holliday  &  Sons.  Iron  drums  (containers). 
Page  1358,  hearings,  etc. 

Bynon  W.  Holt,  chairman  tariff  committee  of  the  Reform  Club.  Page  1865, 
hearin&rs   etc. 

H.  Allen  Odell,  10  West  Thirtieth  Street,  New  York,  representing  Henry  Hope 
&  Sons  (Ltd.),  Binningham,  England,  and  Geor.*xe  Wragge  Co.  (Ltd.),  Man- 
chester, England.    Window  en  semen ts.     Page  210G,  bearing.s  etc. 

J.  M.  Sullivan,  Emilio  Yaselli,  H.  Winship  Wheatley,  attorneys  for  Irish  Indus- 
trial Association,  New  York.     Page  1369,  hearings,  etc. 

Allan  A.  Irvine,  93  Nassau  Street,  New  York,  agents  for  the  Buchne  Steel  Wool 
Co.     Importer  of  steel  wool.     Page  1163,  hearings,  etc. 

C.  A.  Keene.  ISO  Broadway.  New  York.     Watches.     Page  1787,  hearings,  etc. 

E.  Lascaris,  President  automobile  irai>orters.     Page  1278,  hearings,  etc. 

Laco-Phillps  Co.,  New  York.     Incandescent  lamps.     Page  2082,  hearings,  etc. 

Julius  Ix)e  wen  thai.  New  York,  representing  importers  of  dress  trimmings  and 
tinsel,  wired.     Page  1584,  hearings,  etc. 

Walter  H.  Weed,  Washington,  D.  C,  representing  lead-ore  operators  in  Mexico. 
Page  1630,  etc. 
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Milton  L.  Lissberger,  LiBSberger  &  Son,  Long  Island  City,  N.  Y.  Lead  ore. 
Page  1632,  hearings,  etc. 

Magnolia  Metal  Co.,  New  York.    Lead-bearing  ores.    Page  1635,  hearings,  etc. 

L.  Vogelstein  &  Co.    Lead-bearing  ores.    Page  1637. 

H.  Gardner  McKerrow,  Boston,  Mass.  Textile  machinery.  Page  2126,  bear- 
ings,  etc. 

H,  S.  Peters,  Dover,  N.  J.    Diesel  engines.    Page  2135,  hearings,  etc. 

S.  J.  Mixter,  M.  D.,  Boston  (Mass.)  General  Hospital,  representing  43  others. 
Surgical  and  scientific  instruments.    Page  2140,  hearings,  etc. 

James  E.  Pope,  secretary  American  Manufacturers  of  Metal  Products.  Anti- 
mony.   Page  1552,  hearings,  etc. 

Robert  Homans,  Boston,  representing  Richards,  Atkinson  &  Haserick.  Import- 
ers of  textile  machinery.    Page  2107,  hearings,  etc. 

H.  Tauscher,  New  York.    Firearms.    Page  1441,  hearings,  etc, 

Sidney  R.  Velt,  secretaiy.  New  York.  Importers  and  manufacturers  of  milli- 
nery goods.    Page  1714,  hearings,  etc. 

£mile  J.  Wittnauer,  representing  A.  Wittnauer  Co.,  30  West  Thirty-sixth 
Street,  New  York,  Importers  and  manufacturers  of  Swiss  watches.  Page 
1777,  etc. 

James  M.  Carples,  representing  automobile  importers.    Page  1273. 

SCHEDULE  E. 

Frank  C.  Lowry,  New  York,  representing  Federal  Sugar  Refining  Co.  and 
committee  of  wholesale  grocers.    Page  2262,  hearings,  etc. 

William  A.  Jamison,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  representing  Arbuckle  Bros.  Page  2337, 
hearings,  etc. 

R  L.  Wemple,  79  Wall  Street,  New  York,  representing  the  Warner  Sugar  Re- 
fining Co.    Page  2388,  etc. 

Charles  B.  Westcott,  attorney  at  law,  Washington,  D.  C.  Cuban  sugar.  Page 
2403,  hearings,  etc. 

John  J.  Overton,  New  York.    Free  sugar.    Page  2487,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE    F. 

John  R.  Young,  representing  the  Philadelphia  Leaf  Tobacco  Board  of  Trade. 

Tobacco.    Page  2498,  hearings,  etc. 
John  H,  Duys,  chairman  of  the  tariCT  committee  of  the  Leaf  Tobacco  Board  of 

Trade  of  New  York  City.    Wrapper  tobacco.    Page  2509.  hearings,  etc. 
J.  N.  Storr,  Kuhles  and  Stock  Co.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.    Page  2551,  etc. 
John  W.   Merriam,  chairman  Havana   Tobacco   Importers'   Association,   New 

York.    Page  2551,  hearings,  etc. 
Francis  E.  Hamilton,  counsel  Park  and  Tilford  and  other  importers.     Page 

2580. 

SCHEDULE  G. 

Daniel   J.   Haley,   representing  the  United   Master   Butchers*   Association  of 

America. 
Charles  A.  Beatley,  secretary  Cuban  National  Horticultural  Society.     Citrus 

fruits  and  vegetables.    Page  2815,  hearings,  etc. 
A.  H.  Benjamin,  New  York.    Canned  beef.    Page  3174,  hearings,  etc. 
John  Quinn,  attorney,  representing  Lawrence  J.  Callahan,  New  York.    Mackerel, 

herring.    Page  2873,  hearings,  etc. 
G.  E.  Chamberlin,  Cork,  Ireland.    Mackerel,  herring.    Page  2875,  hearings,  etc 
John  P.  Donovan,  New  York.    Hay.    Page  2757,  hearings,  etc. 
L.  B.  Parsons,  president  the  Dried  Fruit  Association,  New  York.    Page  2883, 

hearings,  etc. 
Richard  Gough,  New  York.    Rice.    Page  2719,  hearings,  etc. 
Charles  M.  Stewart,  Bangor,  Me.    Lemons.    Page  2962,  hearings,  etc. 
R.  A.  Hegerty,  Kinsale,  Ireland.    Mackerel.    Page  2875. 
H.  Horsfield,  the  John  Layton  Co.,  New  York.    Eggs.    Page  2755. 
Edwin  L.  O'Bryan,  representing  Huntley  &  Palmers  (Ltd.),  Reading,  England. 

Biscuits.    Page  2728,  hearings,  etc. 
J.  M.  Sullivan,  attorney,  Irish  Industrial  Association,  New  York.    Bacon  and 

hams.    Page  2173,  hearings,  etc. 
Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  York.     I^emons.    Page  3133,  hearings,  etc. 

Macaroni.     Page  2678,  hearings,  etc. 
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R.  Tynes  Smith,  president,  William  H.  Smith,  vice  president,  J.  S.  Johnson  Ck>. 

Preserved  pineapples.    Page  2876,  hearings,  etc. 
S.  S.  Mack,  representing  Austin,  Nichols  &  CJo.,  New  York,  wholesale  grocers. 

Imi)orters  of  sardlne&     Page  2818,  etc. 
P.  Torre,  president  New  Orleans  Fruit  Imi)orting  Co.    Lemons.    Page.  2973, 

hearings,  etc. 
New    York    Fruit    Exchange.    Oranges.    Page    2938,    hearings,    etc.    Lemons. 

Page  2957,  hearings,  etc. 
Norweigian    Minister.    Cheese,    sardines,    fish    in    tins,    salted    codfish.    Page 

2740,  hearings,  etc. 
Harrison  Osborne,  New  York.    Lemons.    Page  2975,  hearings,  etc. 

B.  M.  Shipman,  B.  M.  Shipman  Co.,  New  York.    Fish  in  oil.    Page  2831,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

Antonio  Ziicca,  New  York.    Cheese,  olive  oil,  lemons.    Page  2736,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE  H. 

Francis  B.   Hamilton,  32  Broadway,   New  York,  representing  the  Wine  and 

Spirit  Traders'  Society  of  the  United  States.    Page  3257,  hearings,  etc. 
Irish   Industrial  Association.    Wines,  ales,  porters.    Page  3263,  hearings,  etc. 
Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.     Wines,  si)irts,  etc.     Page  3280. 

C.  A.  Maria ni.  New  York.    Wines.    Page  3289,  hearings,  etc. 

Victor  B.  WhitlOck,   New  York,  representing  importers  of  beer.    Page  3291, 

hearings,  etc. 
Antonio  Zucca.    Wines,  liquors,  brandies.    Page  3289,  hearings,  etc. 
Henry  Melville,  New  York.    Mineral  water.    Page  3300. 
Apolinaris  Agency  Co.,  503  Fifth  Avenue,  New  York.    Page  3308,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE  I. 

Frederic  B.  Shipley,  F.  B.  Shipley  &  Co.,  49  liConard  Street,  New  York. 
Philip  F.  Tlmpson,  New  York.     Cotton  manufacturers. 

SCHEDULE  J. 

Sidney  B.  Veit,  secretary  Association  of  New  York  Importers  and  Manufac- 
turers of  Millinery  Goods.    Ijaces.    Page  3914,  hearings,  etc. 

H.  W.  Baker,  president  Baker  Linen  C'O.,  New  York.  Flax,  hemp,  etc.  Page 
4096,  hearings,  etc. 

Henry  Beutell  &  Son,  New  York;  Germanla  Importing  Co.,  New  York;  Green- 
wich Linoleum  Co.,  New  York;  P.  O.  Judson  &  Co.,  New  York;  A.  &  M. 
Karagheusian  &  Co.,  New  York;  Scott  &  West  Co.,  New  York;  C.  H.  Weber, 
New  York.    Oilcloth  and  linoleum.    Page  3815,  hearings,  etc. 

D.  Strachan,  for  Erskine  Beveridge  &  Co.,  New  York.    Linens.    Page  4092. 

Charles  M.  Albertson,  Continental  Cordage  O^.,  New  York.  Cables  and  cordage. 
Page  3765. 

Henry  D.  Cooper,  president  Linen  Association  of  New  York.  Jute  yams. 
Threads  and  fabrics.    Page  3748. 

Dezell  &  Helwlff,  New  York.    Flax  manufacturers.    Page  4098. 

Henry  Douclas,  Douglas  &  Berry,  New  York.    Handkerchiefs.    Page  4078. 

Galland,  Wechnmr  &  Co.,  New  York,  by  Francis  K.  Hamilton,  counsel.  Laces, 
embroidery.    Page  3022. 

H.  N.  Gildea,  president  J.  &  A.  D.  Grlmond  (Ltd.),  New  York  and  Dundee, 
Scotland.    Jute  carpeting.    Page  3798. 

Richard  H.  Grooch,  New  York.    Linens.    Page  4099. 

Charles  D.  Orth,  representing  Hanscm  &  Orth,  New  York.  Flax,  hackled  or 
dressed.    Page  3719. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  York.    Hemp.    Page  3742. 

Thomas  H.  Watson,  New  York,  representing  Mills  &  Gibbs,  New  York,  import- 
ers  of  laces  and  embroideries.     Page  3915. 

Neuss,  Hessleln  &  c:o..  New  York.    Linen  goods.    Page  4003. 

Remy,  Schmidt  &  Plelssner,  New  York.    Flax.    Page  4094. 

George  Staber,  representing  the  Germanla  Importing  Co.,  41  Union  Square, 
New  York.    Oilcloth  and  linoleum.    Page  3800. 

Philip  W.  Thomson,  representing  Thomson  &  Fessenden,  Boston.  Linen  fabrics. 
Page  4084. 
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T.  8.  Todd,  New  York.    Linen  thread  and  yarn.    Page  3766. 

Isaac  Weingart,  New  York,  representing  50  importers  of  the  Association  of  the 
Importers  of  I^ces.    Embroideries,  etc.    Page.  3884. 

J.  O.  Wirtz,  importer,  New  York.  Floor  mattings.  Page  3788,  hearings,  etc. 
**  Of  course,  being  an  importer,  I  naturally  do  not  Iook  on  the  side  of  protec- 
tion." 

SCHEDULE  K. 

B.  H.  Van  Ingen  &  Co.,  Importers,  New  York.    Page  4237,  hearinga 

P.  B.  Worrall,  importers.  New  York,  Page  4258,  hearings,  etc.  Has  a  ware- 
house in  Yorkshire,  England.  Accuses  Mr.  Whitman  of  "  robbing."  Sug- 
gested going  down  to  Washington  to  "have  a  talk  with  Mr.  Underwood." 
Favored  goods  duty  of  35  and  40  per  cent. 

Oelrichs  &  Co.,  New  York.    For  ad  valorem  on  wool.    Page  4284. 

Andrew  J.  Soils,  Boston.    Low  rates  on  tops  and  yarns.    Page  4286. 

W.  A.  Schneider,  New  York.  Importer,  "theoretically"  for  free  trade.  Page 
4398. 

George  Borgfeldt  &  Co.  Importers.  "  Chief  value  "  of  wool.  Page  4400,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

BC^EDULE  L. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.  Silk  and  silk  manufactures.  Page  4513,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

John  W.  Stewart,  Stewart  Silk  Co.    Schappe  and  spun  silk.    Page  4517. 

Edward  L.  Johnson,  president,  Signey  B.  Veit,  secretary.  Association  of  New 
York  Importers  and  Manufacturers  of  Millinery  Goods.  Page  4544,  hearings, 
etc. 

Samuel  Kridel,  New  York,  representing  J.  Kridel  Sons  and  other  importers. 
Page  4590. 

C.  A.  Streuli,  of  Streuli  &  Howell,  New  York,  for  Rusch  &  Co.,  importers.  Page 
4615,  hearings,  etc. 

Albert  Herzog,  New  York.    Silk  and  silk  goods.    Page  4619,  hearings,  etc. 

Francis  E.  Hamilton,  New  York,  representing  the  French  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
Page  4621. 

T.  M.  Sullivan,  attorney,  representing  the  Irish  Industrial  Association  of  New 
York.    Poplins,  silk,  and  silk  goods.    Page  4624. 

Bertram,  Lyon,  France.     Page  4628,  hearings,  etc. 

I.  S.  Wolf,  of  I.  S.  Wolf  &  Co.,  99  Green  Street,  New  York.  Page  4628,  hearings, 
etc. 

Otto  Muller  &  Co.,  H.  G.  Adolph,  New  York.  Umbrella  silk.  Page  4633,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

Chas.  Herrmann,  96  Spring  Street,  New  York.  Umbrella  silk.  Page  4643,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

John  Donat  &  Co.,  Dearberg  Bros.,  Isler  &  Guye.  Importers  of  silk  braids. 
Page  4662,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   M. 

Gen.  Herman  Staber,   representing  the  Germania  Importing  Co.,   New  York. 

Paper.    Page  4681,  hearings,  etc. 
John  Norris,  chairman  committee  on  paper,  American  Newspaper  Publishers* 

Association.    Print  paper.    Page  4755. 
Richard  T.  Stevens,  president  Japan  Paper  Co.    Importers  of  high-grade  print- 
ing paper.    Page  4817. 
Alfred  Frank,  president  Rose  &  Frank  Co.    Tissue  paper.    Page  4819. 
Charles  W.  Williams,  New  York,  Charles  W.  Williams  &  Co.     Importers  sur^ 

face-coated  paper.    Page  4823,  hearings,  etc. 
L.  Beck,  Philadelphia,  Charles  Beck  Co.    Importer  surface^oated  paper.    Page 

4847,  hearings,  etc. 
M.  Greenbaum,  treasurer  Kern  Commercial  Co.,  New  York.    Wrapping  paper. 

Page  4849,  hearings,  etc. 
Samuel  Robert,   New  York.     Importer  of  German  paper  bags.     Page  4861, 

hearings,  etc. 
Alfred  Clements,  Willis  &  Clements,  Philadelphia.    Importers  of  photographic 

paper.    Page  4866,  hearings,  etc. 
John  MacRae,  New  York,  representing  the  E.  P.  Dutton  &  Co.     Importers  and 

publishers.    Page  4880. 
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Bdward  Wolf,  Wolf  &  Ck).,  Philadelphia.  Importers  of  lithographic  printa 
Page  4892. 

Lewis  G.  Wagner  &  Co.,  New  York.    Cigar  labels  and  bands.    Page  4895. 

Moller  Kokeritz  &  Co.,  New  York.    Cigar  labels  and  bands.    Page  4897. 

F.  Rodriguez,  treasurer  Salvador  Rodriguez  (Inc.),  New  York.  Cigar  labels 
and  bands.    Page  4908. 

Max  li.  Kaufmann,  A.  L.  &  M.  L.  Kaufmann,  New  York.  Cigar  labels  and 
bands.    Page  4909. 

Carl  O.  von  Kokeritz,  New  York.    Cigar  labels  and  banda    Page  4910. 

Francisco  Garcia,  F.  Garcia  &  Bros.,  22  Warren  Street,  New  York.  Cigar  labels 
and  bands.    Page  4912. 

Homer  A.  Jones,  Steffens,  Jones  &  Co.,  New  York.  Cigar  labels  and  bands. 
Page  4914. 

J.  A.  Voice,  Kaufman,  Pasbach  &  Voice,  New  York.  Cigar  labels  and  bands. 
Page  4915. 

Charles  W.  Harrison,  East  Liverpool,  Ohio.    Decalcomanias.    Page  4916. 

Rudolph  Gaertner.  New  York,  and  East  Liverpool.  Ohio;  Alfred  Munich,  Ce- 
ramic Transfer  Co.,  New  York,  and  East  Liverpool.  Ohio;  Peter  May,  Trans- 
lucent Window  Sign  Co.,  New  York.  Decalcomanias.  Page  4917,  hearings, 
etc. 

Shirley  S.  Lloyd,  treasurer  W.  H.  S.  Lloyd  Co.;  Lionel  Moses,  by  B.  Moses; 
George  J.  Hunken;  Emil  Majirt  Co.;  Alexander  Hutchinson,  treasurer  Hutch- 
inson, Blackley  Co.;  T.  B.  Aldrlch.  president  F.  J.  Emmerick  Co.  Importers 
of  wall  paper.    Page  4935,  hearings,  etc. 

Clark  J.  Bush,  representing  the  Prager  Co.,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  Importers  of  wall 
paper.    Page  4936,  hearings,  etc. 

SCHEDULE   N. 

Julius  Loewenthal  &  Co.,  C.  Willenberg  &  Co.,  Kern,  Loewi  &  Mendel,  Ewing 
&  Claney,  L.  Maul  &  Co.,  Beurdhelmer  Bros.,  Royal  Embroidery  Works,  S. 
Katz  &  Co.,  B.  Blumenthal  &  Co.,  Case  &  Co.,  Mills  &  Gibbs,  Max  Mandel, 
G.  Hirsh  &  Son,  New  York.  Importers  of  dress  trimmings.  Page  4985,  hear- 
ings, etc. 

T.  S.  Todd,  Bronson  Bros.  &  Co.,  21  West  Fourth  Street,  New  York.  Importers 
of  straw  hat&    Page  5002.  hearings,  etc. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce.    Straw  braid.    Page  5007,  hearings,  etc. 

Ernest  H.  Hoi  ton,  New  York.  Representing  importers  of  brushes.  Page  5016. 
Dickerhoff,  Raffloer  &  Co.,  New  York.    Trousers  buckles.    Page  50S2. 

Geo.  W.  Hogan,  New  York,  representing  Topken  Co.  Vegetable  ivory  buttons. 
Page  5120. 

Adolph  Keller,  New  York,  representing  Strauss  Bros.  &  Co.,  J.  Porter  &  Co., 
Dickerhoff,  Raffler  &  Co.    Importers  of  agate  buttons.    Page  5125. 

Gustav  Blumenthal,  New  York,  representing  B.  Blumenthal  &  Co.,  Bailey, 
Green  &  Elger,  Dickerhoff,  Raffer  &  Co.,  Strauss  Bros.  &  Co.  Importers  of 
buttons.     Page  5146. 

8.  Basch,  New  York;  S.  Basch  &  Co.,  representing  Waldes  &  Co.,  Germany. 
Snap  fasteners.    Page  5170.    "  These  fasteners  are  not  made  in  this  country." 

Paul  Bowmann,  New  York.    Buckles  and  snap  fasteners.    Page  5171. 

Ferdinand  Gutmann  &  Co.,  New  York.    Importers  of  cork.    Page  5191. 

Max  Frankel  Co.,  New  York.    Corks.     Page  5203. 

Strobel  &  Wilkin  Co.,  New  York.     Importers  of  toys.    Page  5221. 

Edward  H.  Wagner,  New  York.    Importers  of  fireworks.    Page  5238. 

S.  H.  Ganz,  for  the  committee  of  jewelry  and  novelty  importers.     Page  5400. 

Francis  B.  Hamilton,  32  Broadway,  New  York,  counsel  for  Importers  and  for- 
eign manufacturers  of  horn  combs.    Page  5685. 

Briefs   and   Statements   Filed   with   the  Committee  on   Finance. 

schedttle  b. 

William  S.  Pitcaim,  New  York,  representing  importers  of  earthenware  and 
white  ware.    Page  237,  hearings,  etc. 

Fisher,  Bruce  &  Co.,  221  Market  Street,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  Importers  of  earthen- 
ware.   Page  247. 

Burbank,  Douglass  &  Co..  Portland,  Me.  Importers,  earthenware  and  china. 
Page  254. 
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Laco-Phllips  Co.,  131  Hudson  Street,  New  York.     Incandescent  lamps.    Page 
288. 

SCHEDULE   C. 

James  M.  Carples,  New  York.    Automobile  importers'  committee.    Page  334. 

Italian  Chamber  of  Commerce,  New  York.    Automobiles.    Page  352. 

H.  Trentlnel,  Brussels,  Belgium.    Automobiles.    Page  304. 

Berlin  manufacturers.    Page  364. 

Italian  manufacturers.    Pages  375  and  378. 

Leigh  &  Butler,  Boston.    Importers  textile  machinery.    Page  569. 

SCHEDULE  E. 

Frank  C.  I^wry,  138  Front  Street,  New  York.    Free  sugar.    Page  828. 

SCHEDULE  G. 

• 

L.  B.  Howe,  secretary,  New  York  Produce  Exchange.    Cattle  and  sheep.    Page 

841. 
J.  P.  Wade,  secretary,  New  York  and  New  Jersey  Livestock  Exchange.     Live 

animals.    Page  842. 
United  Master  Butchers'  Association  of  America,  Boston,  Mass.    Meat — food 

animals  and  meat.    Page  842. 
William  A.   Hagard  &  Co.,  29  Broadway,  New  York,  agents  for  Huntley  & 

Palmers  (Ltd.),  Reading,  England.    Biscuits.    Page  906. 
Harrison    Osborne,   34    Nassjiu.  Street,    New    York,    for    Daires,    Auerbach    & 

Cornell.     Importers  of  lemons.    Page  941. 
William   A.   Camp,   president.   New   York   Fruit   E^xchange,   81   Beach    Street, 

New  York.     Lemons.     Page  946. 
De  Luccia  &  Co.  and  L.  G.  Mariana,  New  York.     Importers  of  lemons.     Page 

951. 

SCHEDULE   I. 

Churchill  &  Marlow,  63  Wall  Street,  New  York,  representing  E.  De  Grand- 

mont.    Cotton  cloth.    Page  1068. 
Ernest   A.    Palmer,    Providence,   R.    L,    representing   the   Wintemottom    Book 

Back  Co.,  Manchester,  England.    Tracing  cloth.    Page  1072. 
Lyon   Bros.  &  Co.,   Baltimore,   agents  for  the  Lancaster    (England)    window 

blinds.    Page  1083. 

SCHEDULE   J. 

Dudley  Field  Malone,  representing  New  York  importers  of  laces.    Page  1186. 
Neilson  &  Crossley.  116  Ftanklin  Street,  New  York.    Flax.    Page  1196. 

SCHEDUT^E  L. 

■    K.  De  Grandmont,  by  Churchill  &  Marlow,  63  Wall  Street,  New  York.     Silks. 
Page  1355. 

SCHEDULE   M. 

Francis  E.  Hamilton,  32  Broadway,  New  York.    For  the  importers  of  paper 
hangings.    Page  1486. 

SCHEDULE  N. 

Kowland  H.  Smith;  Alfred  H.  Smith,  36  West  Thirty-third  Street,  New  York. 

Importers  of  brushes.    Page  1507. 
Edward  P.  Stahel  &  Co.,  364  Fourth  Avenue,  New  York.    Glass  buttons.    Page 

1531. 
Ewald  C.  Dieckerhoff,  560  Broadway,  New  York,  representing  importers  of 

asrate  shoe  buttons.     Pasre  1529. 
Warren   B.    Hutchinson,    Salvation   Match    Co.,    New   York.    Matches.    Page 

1552. 
Bill   &   Caldwell,   588  Broadway,   New  York.     Importers  of  felt  hats.    Page 

1597. 
Dudley  Field  Malone,  New  York,  representing  over  50  concems  importing  laces 
and  embroideries. 
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Advocates  of  Reduced  Duties  at  the  Heabings  IJefobe  Stthcommittees  of  the 

Committee  on  Finance. 

F.  J.  Goertner.  representing  Semon-Bache  &  Co.,  New  York.    Importers  of  plate 

glass.     Page  6.      (At   the   lobby   hearing   Mr.    Goertner   testified   that    two- 
thirds  of  the  money  spent  In  his  tariflf  campaign  was  conFtltatetl  by  foreign 

manufacturers. ) 
W.   S.  Pitcaim.  44  Murray   Street,  New  York,   rel)re^tMlti]ig  conunitttM?  of  im- 

poiters  of  pottery.     Page  Sf). 
Benjamin  A  Levett,  17  State  Street,  New  York,  representing  Laco-Phillli>s  Co. 

IiniK>rten?  of  incandescent  lamps.     Page  74. 
Williaiii  A.   Sclilob(»lim.   Yonkers,  N.   Y.,   r<^F»resent ing  SO  per  cent  of  the  Im- 

IK)rters  of  cutlery.     Page  98. 
Maurice  A.  Harwick.     Imi)orter  of  bronze  powder.     Page  114. 
Robert  Homfins,   53   State  Street,   Boston,   rei)re8enting   Richards,   Atkinson  & 

Haserick.     Imiwrters  of  textile  machinery.     Page  144. 
M.    E.   Mailhouse,   New  York,  representing  (Tcrman   mannfactiirers  of  velvet. 

Page  2H5. 
Henry  F.  Tiedermann.  New  York.     ImiK)rter  of  silks.     Page  291. 
Charles  E.  Strueli   New  York.     ImiJorter  of  silks.    Page  291. 
James  L.  (}err>*.  12  Bntadwjiy,  New  York.     German  sago.     Page  307.     (See  p. 

3.^3,  hearings,  etc.) 
William    A.   Schlobohm,   Yonkers,   N.   Y..   representing    the    Pears    Soap    Co. 

Page  442. 
Charles  W.  \Vlllian»s.  214  Worcester  Street,  New  York,  representing  Charles  W. 

Williams  &  Co.    Importer  surface-coated  paper.    Page  583. 
Rudolph  Goertner,  New  York.     Decalcomanias.     Page  600. 
Edward  Wolf.   Philadelphia,  re|)resenting  houses  in  Bremen,   Berlin,  London, 

and  Philadelphia.     Lithographing.     Paragraphs  333  and  337,  page  019. 
.lolm  MacKwi    vi<'e  presiflent.  K.  P.  Dutt(m  &  Co.,  New  Y'ork.     Lithographing. 

Paragraphs  3.^3  and  337,  i>age  624. 
T.  S.  Todd.  New  York,  representing  Bronson  Bros.  &  Co.     Iraiwrters  of  straw 

hats.     Ptiges  a37  and  f>43. 
E.  H.  Ilolten,  New  York,  representing  importers  of  brushes.     Page  650. 
E.  (Joldmark,  New  York,  rei»resenting  imr)orters  of  fe.ithers.     Page  70S. 
W.  H.  Sharp,  rei>resenting  Tidewater  Paper  Mills    New  York.     Importers  of 

Canadian  wood  puli).     Paragraph  651.  page  809. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  dasire  to  say  in  this  con- 
nection that  if  there  has  been  anything  in  the  nature  of  a  concerted 
effort  on  the  part  of  importers  of  this  country,  and  particularly  if 
there  has  been  anything  like  any  effort  upon  the  part  of  any  foreign 
manufacturers  or  foreign  producers,  toward  securing  any  reduction 
of  the  duties  in  the  present  bill — in  other  words,  if  there  has  been 
anything  on  the  part  of  these  interests,  which  of  course  generally 
speaking  would  be  selfishly  disposed  to  procure  a  reduction  of  the 
duties,  that  might  be  characterized  as  lobbying  in  favor  of  reduction 
in  the  tariff  rates  provided  by  the  present  bill — ^the  subject  unques- 
tionably ought  to  be  investigated  by  this  committee. 

So  far  as  my  recollection  now  goes,  there  has  been  revealed  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry  no  intimation  or  suggestion  that  would  lead  to 
any  such  conclusion,  except  in  the  case  of  two  commodities.  We 
have  testimony  from  Mr.  Goertner  to  the  effect  that  some  money  was 
contributed  toward  the  campaign  that  he  represented  by  foreign 
manufacturers  of  glass.  We  likewise  have  testimony  that  the  su^ar 
planters  of  Cuba,  or  at  least  the  agricultural  society  of  Cuba  having 
its  headquarters  in  Habana,  paid  Mr.  Robinson  $2,000  for  an  article 
that  he  wrote.  There  is  further  testimony  to  the  effect  that  an  effort 
was  made  to  induce  the  planters  of  Cuba  to  contribute  a  fund,  to  the, 
amount  of  $25,000,  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  the  campaign  in 
favor  of  free  sugar,  and  that  that  came  to  naught  and  that  they  re- 
fused to  join  any  such  move. 
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I  beg  to  say  in  this  connection  that  in  my  estimation  the  committee 
is  not  enlightened  at  all  by  the  list  given  to  us  by  Mr.  Marvin  of 
those  people  who  appeared  before  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee 
or  Finance  Committee  asking  for  a  reduction  in  the  duties.  I  ap- 
prehend that  as  each  one  of  them  came  he  was  interrogated  as  to  what 
his  business  was  and  as  to  whom  he  represented  ana  what  his  rela- 
tions were.  So  I  do  not  think  that  we  would  be  justified  in  under- 
taking to  call  before  this  committee  every  man  who  appeared  before 
the  Ways  and  Means  Committee  or  before  the  Finance  Committee 
for  the  purpose  of  endeavoring  to  find  out  about  this  matter.  At  the 
same  time,  if  Mr.  Marvin  or  anybody  else  has  any  information  to  the 
effect  that  such  a  condition  exists,  for  instance,  as  is  indicated  in  one 
of  the  morning  papers,  namely,  that  the  duties  are  being  reduced  in 
accordance  with  a  campaign  conducted  by  domestic  and  foreign  in- 
terests selfishly  concerned  in  securing  a  reduction  of  the  duties,  per- 
sonally speaking,  I  shall  be  exceedingly  thankful  to  have  that  infor- 
mation, because  I  think  it  would  be  exceedingly  enlightening  to  the 
country  and  to  Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  seems  rather  unusual  to  judge 
a  case  before  we  get  through  hearing  the  evidence.  But  I  will  not 
attempt  to  criticize  it.  However,  inasmuch  as  the  statement  has  been 
made,  I  want  to  say  that  it  is  common  report  that  extensive  impor- 
tations have  been  made  lately  by  the  importers,  and  that  they  are 
placing  their  goods,  by  the  millions  of  dollars'  worth,  in  bond  in  New 
York,  awaiting  the  passage  of  this  bill  in  order  to  get  the  benefit  of 
the  reduced  duty,  I  was  told  the  other  day  that  there  was  something 
like  $100,000,000  vzorth  of  goods  placed  in  bond  there  by  the  im- 
porters. They  have  been  importing  and  are  importing  now  these 
goods  and  putting  them  in  bond^  with  the  view  of  not  taking  them 
out  of  bond  until  the  new  tariff  bill  passes.  That  shows  one  activity 
of  the  importers. 

Senator  Reed.  But  it  may  not  be  a  lobby  activity.  I  trust  that 
what  the  Senator  says  is  true,  in  the  hope  that  the  American  con- 
sumers will  receive  some  benefit. 

The  Chairman.  Every  witness  has  given  testimony  here  under 
oath,  and  that  testimony,  with  one  exception — that  exception  being  the 
testimony  of  Mr.  Goertner — ^has  disclosed  the  fact  that  no  money  has 
come  from  foreign  manufacturers  to  influence  legislation,  and  that 
there  has  been  no  lobbying  here  among  Senators  on  the  part  of 
importers.    Of  course  I  can  not  speak  as  to  the  House. 

Senator  Walsh.  Speaking  for  myself,  I  do  not  undertake  to  say 
whether  there  has  been  or  has  not  been.  Up  to  the  present  time  no 
information  that  I  can  recall,  indicating  any  such  activity,  has  come 
to  the  committee. 

If  Senator  Nelson  has  any  information  that  these  importers,  who 
have  thus  accumulated  these  articles  of  merchandise  in  the  expecta- 
tion that  this  bill  will  be  passed,  are  in  that  expectation  expending 
any  money  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  the  passage  of  the  bill,  or 
exercising  any  of  the  other  activities  I  characterize  as  lobbying,  I 
feel  very  certain  that  the  Senator  will  call  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee to  the  matter,  and  the  c<»nmittee  will  be  glad  to  proceed  in 
the  matter. 

The  Chairman.  Perhaps  I  should  read  this  letter  I  have  in  my 
hand,  because  it  seems  to  me  it  is  a  contradiction  of  what  Senator 
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Nelson  has  said.  This  letter  came  to  me  a  few  minutes  ago  through 
the  mail.  Perhaps  this  could  be  called  insidious  lobbying.  It  is 
headed  "  F.  L.  Plimimer,  room  712,  2  East  Twenty-third  Street,  New 
York." 

This  is  evidently  an  article  that  has  been  sent  to  every  morning 
and  evening  newspaper  of  importance  in  the  country.  This  appears 
at  the  top : 

Released  for  morning  and  evening  papers  of  July  24. 

I  will  read  enough  of  this  so  that  you  may  see  what  it  is. 

NOTia>  DBY  GOODS   MEW  ON  THE  WARPATH. — AMEBICA*S  LEADING  MEROHANTS  UNITE 

IN  PROTEST  TO  CONGRESS. 

(Note  to  editor:  This  news  story  is  submitted  without  charge  by  the  signers 
of  the  petition  mentioned.  Please  mail  copy  of  issue  containing  article  to  above 
address. ) 

Washington,  July  — .  United  States  Senator  O'Gorman,  of  New  York,  to-day 
presented  to  Congress  the  petition  of  nearly  100  leading  distributors  of  cotton 
cloths,  handling  practically  the  entire  output  of  domestic  cotton  fabrics,  pro- 
testing against  the  enactment  into  law  of  "  unequal  provisions  covering  cotton 
textiles  and  deploring  the  discrimination  that  subjects  the  cotton  trade  to  these 
needleiSB  hardships."  At  the  same  time  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  cotton  men, 
by  coming  into  the  open  rather  than  instituting  an  "insidious  lobby  for  in- 
fluencing legislation"  had  taken  a  long  step  toward  securing  the  "pole"  in 
public  and  legislative  approbation.  Inasmuch  as  the  document  is  undoubtedly 
the  voice  of  a  united  trade  rather  than  the  complaint  of  any  single  group  of 
allied  interests,  it  is  freely  predicted  that  Congress  has  no  alternative  other 
than  giving  the  case  serious  attention  and  wide  discussion  in  both  branches  of 
the  National  Legislature. 

Senator  Beed.  Could  we  find  out  who  has  sent  this  out,  who  is  dis- 
tributing this  particular  document  to  the  press?  Is  there  anything 
to  indicate  who  sent  it  out? 

The  Chairman.  Nothing,  except  it  comes  to  me  from  a  newspaper, 
without  a  word  of  comment.  It  is  inclosed  and  addressed  to  the 
"  Editor  of  the  News,  De  Land,  Fla."  It  was  received  July  23.  It 
was  inclosed  in  another  envelope  to  me. 

Senator  Ke£i>.  I  think  it  would  be  well  to  file  it  away  until  we  get 
around  to  the  matter  in  the  course  of  our  investigation. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  a  recess  until  3  o'clock. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.15  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  committee  took  a  recess  until 
3  o'clock  p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON  SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at  3 
o'clock  p.  m. 

The  Chahiman.  I  have  a  statement  to  make.  The  committee  has 
concluded  to  allow  counsel  for  the  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers and  their  associated  companies  to  cross-examine  the  witness, 
Mr.  Mulhall,  and  also  to  allow  counsel  for  the  American  Federation 
of  Labor  to  cross-examine  the  witness.  If  they  desire  to  do  so,  we 
will  permit  them  to  cross-examine  Mr.  Mulhall,  with  the  understand- 
ing that  they  must  have  every  question  printed  and  presented  to  the 
committee  before  the  examination  begins;  and  the  committee  will 
rule  upon  the  questions,  as  to  their  competency  or  whether  they  shall 
be  asked.    We  wish  the  questions  presented  to  the  chairman  of  the 
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committee,  or  to  the  committee,  at  least  24  hours  before  the  cross- 
examination  begins. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman. 

The  CiLviRMAN.  We  will  be  glad  to  hear  you,  Mr.  McCarter. 

Mr.  McCarter.  That  is  entirely  satisfactory  to  us. 

Mr.  Holder.  That  will  be  entirely  satisfactory  to  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Can  the  committee  tell  us  about  when  Mr.  Mul- 
hall's  direct  examination  will  be  concluded? 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  you  can  tell  about  that  as  well  as  we 
can.  We  are  now  on  letter  No.  4015,  and  we  ought  to  close  it  by 
Tuesday,  I  should  think. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Thank  you,  sir. 

TESTIMONY  OF  MAETIN  MICHAEL  MULHALL— Continiied. 

Senator  Reed.  4013,  4014  is  a  duplicate  of  4011,  4012. 
Is  No.  4015  a  letter  you  received  rrom  Mr.  McClave  ? 
Mr.  Mi  L.HALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  Siat  has  been  read. 
Senator  Walsh.  No. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  as  follows: 

I  am  in  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  13th,  inclosing  a  copy  of  letter  dated 
November  19th  sent  to  Mr.  George  Bnrke,  which  I  herewith  return,  and  beg  to 
say  in  reply  that  my  letter  to  you  of  November  30th  contains  all  I  have  to  say 
in  the  matter. 

4016,  4017  is  a  duplicate  of  4011,  4012. 

4018-4019  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Cox  to  you,  is  it  not? 


Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this  part  of  it : 


part 

The  result  of  the  Massachusetts  election  was  not  a  great  surprise  to  me, 
knowing,  first,  how  easy  it  is  for  tlie  peojile  to  be  misled ;  and,  second,  the  depth 
of  Foss's  barrel.  The  worst  feature  of  the  campaign  in  Massachusetts  was  tbe 
effect  upon  Senator  Lodge,  thought  I  expect  he  will  be  reelected. 

The  leaders  of  the  labor  unions  were  purchased  body  and  soul,  so  far  as 
appearances  went,  by  Foss,  and  despite  their  earnest  protest  against  his  nomi- 
nation they  all  fell  into  line  and  worked  like  beavers  for  him.  What  he  will 
do  in  the  way  of  compensation  is  problematical,  though,  as  above  intimated,  I 
think  they  have  already  received  their  compensation,  and  I  expect  him  to  be 
the  business  man  when  labor  legislation  is  put  up  to  him  rather  than  the  poli- 
tician. 

If  he  acts  officially  as  he  talks  in  private  conversation  he  will  die  a  yearling 
beyond  question.  His  opposition  to  Ixnlge  is  helping  the  Senator  daily  and  is 
splitting  the  Democratic  I*arty  on  this  question. 

As  for  the  future,  I  am  not  very  optimistic.  In  time  the  people  will  recover 
their  sanity  and  Massachusetts  will  get  into  line  again  as  a  Republican  State, 
but  for  a  year  or  two  I  look  for  continuous  troublous  times. 

I  am  glad  to  hear  so  good  a  report  on  labor  legislation  in  the  present  session 
of  Congress. 

No.  4020  is  a  letter  from  Schwedtman  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mi'LHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4021  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not! 

Mr.  MiXHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Keed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows: 

I  have  your  letter  of  December  20th.  and  contents  are  duly  noted.  Pardon 
the  brevity  of  this  letter  of  acknowledgment,  but  it  is  my  intention  to  be  in 
Washington  as  shortly  after  Janaury  1st  as  is  possible,  for  I  am  desirous  of 
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taking  up  the  matter  with  Congressman  Gardner  that  I  have  suggested  to  you 
preTiously.  At  that  time  we  will  discuss  any  other  subject  that  is  of  mutual 
interest,  and,  best  of  all,  I  shall  have  the  opportunity  of  visiting  with  you  for  a 
whUe. 

4022,  4023  is  a  copy  of  an  account  that  you  rendered  to  this  asso- 
ciation,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  this  item : 

I>ecember  29.    Supper  for  self  and  for  J.  H.  McMichaels,  Congressman  James 
A.  McDermott,  and  others,  at  Fritz  Renter's  Hotel,  $8. 

Did  you  have  a  supper  there  for  Mr.  McMichael  and  Mr.  Mc* 
Dermott  and  others? 

Mr.  MuLrHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  has  already  referred  to  that  fact.  That  is 
where  they  were  first  brought  into  touch  with  each  other.  He  has 
testified  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.     I  am  asking  whether  that  is  the  account  for  it. 

Mr.  MuLHAix  (after  further  examining  account).  I  would  not 
swear  that  was  the  first  meeting  I  had  with  Mr.  McDermott  at  Fritz 
Reuter's. 

Senator  Reed.  It  was  a  meeting  there  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  I  call  your  attention  to  the  following  items: 

December  30.  Breakfast  at  Fritz  Renter's  Hotel  for  self  and  one,  $2. 
Dinner  in  Washington,  D.  C,  for  self  and  one,  $2.25. 

Do  you  know  who  was  with  you  at  that  time? 
Mr.  MuLHAix.  I  am  under  the  impression  it  was  Mr.  McMichael 
I  had  breakfast  with. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  your  attention  to  the  next  item : 

Paid  to  J.  H.  McMichaels  for  services  rendered  for  the  month  of  December, 
1911,  us  per  iustructiona  of  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird,  $30. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  call  attention  also  to  the  following  item : 

Bain  nee  due  to  Mr.  J.  H.  McMichaels,  $20. 

Did  you  pay  that  $30  to  McMichael  at  or  about  the  time  mentioned, 
and  was  there  a  balance  due,  according  to  this  arrangement,  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  4024,  4025  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  this  sentence : 

Mr.  Bartholdt  stated  that  he  would  use  his  influence  with  the  highest  Sena« 
tors,  and  Gardner  promised  to  help  along  the  same  lines. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4026  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wiggins ;  and 
if  so,  was  it  a  letter  which  you  wrote,  or  was  it  somebody  else  who 
wrote  that  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAL.1.  (after  examining  letter).  This  was  written  by  the 
general  manager  of  the  Imperial  Hotel,  at  New  York  City,  to  the 
manager  of  the  Walton  Hotel,  in  Philadelphia,  as  an  introduction  fop 
myself. 
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Senator  Reed.  That  does  not  seem  to  be  an  introduction.  Look  at 
that  again  and  read  it. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  further  examination  of  letter).  I  see  that  it 
is  a  lettter  asking  him  to  forward  my  mail.  I  thought  that  it  was 
a  letter  of  introduction,  because  it  was  coming  from  the  general 
manager  of  that  hotel. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4027  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  4028-4030  is  a  letter  that  you  wrot«  to  Mr.  J. 
Philip  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  have  been  absent  from  the  city  for  some  time  since  Ck>ngress  adjourned, 
and  got  on  the  Job  again  this  morning  at  the  opening  session,  and  had  a  iong 
interview  with  our  friend  Emery,  and  up  to  the  present  time  there  has  noth- 
ing startling  appeared  on  the  horizon. 

Is  there  anything  else  that  anyone  wants  to  read  from  that  letter! 

No.  4031  is  what? 

The  Chairman.  You  need  not  read  No.  4027.  That  is  unim- 
portant. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4031  is  a  letter  from  Boudinot  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALii.  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4032  a  letter  of  January  17,  1911,  from  J.  P. 
Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  ask  something  about  that.  I  read  as 
follows : 

I  have  consulted  with  Mr.  Stillman  in  reference  to  your  expense  accomit  of 
December  27,  1910,  and  he  has  instructed  Mr.  Boudinot  to  issue  a  check  for 
(251.25  until  such  time  as  the  balance  of  the  account  is  taken  care  of,  as  per 
our  understanding. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  was  a  misunderstanding  about  one  account 
sheet,  that  Mr.  Bird  wanted  some  information  on.  That  is  what 
that  has  got  reference  to.  That  was  the  last  account  I  sent  in,  or  I 
believe  it  was  the  last  one,  Senator — I  mean  it  was  the  last  account 
from  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  last  account  is  January  3,  1911,  and  this 
refers  to  the  account  of  December  27,  which  is  here;  but  I  perceive 
4;hat  it  is  not  smnmed  up  as  the  accounts  usually  are. 

Senator  Reed.  There  was  some  dispute  about  a  part  of  it. 

Mr.  MuLH Aix..  Yes,  sir ;  a  dispute  about  a  part  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  a  letter  dated  January  11,  1912,  which 
bears  the  signature  of  the  national  tariff  conunission,  bv  directors,  etc. 
Was  that  a  circular  that  was  gotten  out  by  these  gentlemen? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  circular).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  not  in  the  record. 

Senator  Reed.  That  does  not  appear  to  be  in  the  record.  I  wanted 
to  ask  the  committee  if  they  do  not  think  that  ought  to  go  in?  It  is 
from  the  national  tariff  commission  association,  and  it  seems  to  be  a 
)part  of  a  propoganda,  and  I  suggest  that  it  be  printed. 

The  Chairman.  Let  it  be  printed  in  the  record. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  might  be  marked  No.  4031-A.  The  last  date 
before  it  is  January  9;  it  is  dated  January  11,  and  the  date  of  the 
next  paper  is  January  17. 

The  circular  referred  to  is  as  follows : 

(4031  A.) 

National  Convention  of  the  National  Taeief  Commission  Association  to 
MEET  AT  Washington.  D.  C,  January  11-12,  1911.  The  New  Willabd. 

The  proposition  for  a  permanent  Independent  taiiflP  commission  has  been  for 
the  past  two  yejirs  before  the  American  people  as  an  active  and  leading  national 
question. 

By  well-organized  effort,  dating  from  the  Indianapolis  convention  held  In 
February,  1909,  every  great  business  interest  in  this  country  has  been  stirred 
to  a  realization  that  the  basic  method  by  which  our  tariff  laws  have  been  framed 
is  radically  wrong,  entirely  inadequate  to  meet  present  conditions,  and  such  as 
to  cause  serious  injury  and  injustice  to  the  people. 

This  knowledge  has  become  so  widely  disseminated  through  the  leading 
business  organizations  of  the  country  as  to  cause  an  upheavel  in  politics,  and 
has  proved  beyond  any  question  to  our  representatives  in  Washington  that  the 
thinking  people  of  the  United  States  are  determined  to  effect  a  radical  change 
in  tariff- ma  king  methods. 

The  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  a  powerful  organization,  made 
up  of  the  strongest  and  most  Important  commercial  bodies  of  this  country 
(a  list  of  which  appears  herewith),  fighting  against  extraordinary  obstacles,  has 
exerted  all  its  Influence  to  create  a  tariff  commission  which  would  have  the 
confidence  and  respect  of  the  people. 

The  first  achievement  was  to  bring  into  being  the  existing  Tariff  Board, 
which  already  has  made  such  splendid  headway  In  its  work,  and  has,  by  its 
recent  report  embodied  in  the  address  of  its  chairman  to  the  Chicago  Associa- 
tion of  Commerce  on  December  3,  produced  a  most  favorable  impression 
throughout  the  country. 

So  encouraging  is  the  work  and  status  of  the  Tariff  Board  that  the  National 
Tariff  Commission  Association  now  demands  that  the  board  be  given  a  perma- 
nent place  in  our  National  Government,  and  that  legislation  be  enacted,  in  this 
session  of  Congress,  which  will  create  a  permanent  tariff  commission,  of  which 
the  present  board  will  be  a  component  part. 

The  directors  of  the  National  Tariff  Commission  Association,  after  conference 
with  President  Taft  and  many  Senators  and  Representatives,  and  supported 
by  the  sentiment  of  the  people,  as  voiced  in  the  recent  election,  determined  that 
a  bill  for  this  purpose  should  be  presented  to  Congress,  bearing  the  indorse- 
ment of  the  association  and  expressing  the  will  and  demand  of  the  business 
people  of  the  country.  This  bill  was  presented  early  in  the  present  session  of 
Congress  and  should  become  a  law. 

This  association,  therefore,  has  issued  a  call  for  a  national  convention,  to 
be  held  in  Washington,  January  11-12,  1911.  It  is  hoped  that  the  country, 
through  its  important  business  organizations,  will  so  express  itself  at  this  con- 
vention as  to  convince  the  Congress  that  this  bill  represents  the  popular  will 
and  should  be  passed. 

All  commercial  and  other  organizations  favorable  to  the  object  sought  are 
earnestly  Invited  and  requested  to  appoint  delegates  to  this  convention,  to  the 
number  of  five  or  more,  acconiing  to  their  memberships. 

Governors  of  States  and  mayors  of  important  cities  have  already  been  in- 
vited to  appoint  delegates  to  the  convention.  Our  regular  members  have  indi- 
cated by  their  responses  thus  far  that  fully  500  delegates  will  attend  the  con^ 
vention  and  banquet.    This  number  should  largely  be  increased. 

committees. 

Committee  on  arangements— Alba  B.  Johnson,  chairman,  Philadelphia; 
Silas  B.  Adams,  Portland.  Me. :  Joseph  Bancroft.  Wilmington,  Del. ;  J.  W.  Crad' 
dock.  Lynchburg,  Va.;  Edmund  N.  Huyck,  Albany,  N.  Y.;  Robert  W.  Irwin, 
Grand  Rapids,  Mich.;  Charles  M.  Jarvis,  New  Britain,  Conn.;  W.  E.  Morgan, 
St.  Louis,  Mo.:  D.  M.  Parry,  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  Frank  B.  Wiborg,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio ;  Henry  T.  Wills.  New  York ;  G.  A.  Wrlghtman,  Des  Moines.  Iowa. 
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Committee  on  finances — Henry  R.  Towne,  chairman,  New  York;  George  T. 
Coppins,  Boston,  Mass. ;  George  Dietrich,  Rochester,  N.  Y. ;  Philetus  W.  Gates, 
Chicago,  111. ;  John  E.  Mcintosh,  Auburn,  N.  Y. ;  Patrick  Reilly,  Newark,  N.  J. ; 
August  H.  Vogel,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 

Committee  on  invitations — H.  E.  Miles,  chairman,  Racine,  Wis.;  Col.  J.  W. 
Allison,  Ennis,  Tex.;  N.  J.  Bachelder,  Concord,  N.  H. ;  Wm.  H.  Corwine,  New 
York ;  Paul  Doty,  St.  Paul,  Minn. ;  George  P.  Hummer,  Holland,  Mich. ;  George 
W.  Sheldon,  Chicago,  111. ;  D.  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte,  N.  C. ;  J.  W.  Wentworth, 
Spokane,  Wash. 

Committee  on  reception — Curtis  Guild,  jr.,  chairman,  Boston ;  W.  B.  Campb^l* 
Cincinnati,  Ohio;  Arthur  Capper,  Topeka,  Kans.;  A.  B.  Farquhar,  York,  Pa.; 
George  R.  Howe,  Newark,  N.  J.;  Edwin  Haupt  Frazer,  Atlanta,  Ga. ;  B.  A. 
Lindsey,  Nashville,  Tenn. ;  George  L.  McCarthy,  New  York;  S.  C.  Meade,  New 
York ;  I^verne  W.  Noyes,  Chicago,  111. ;  I^ieopold  ^uh,  Dayton,  Ohio :  Dr.  B.  V. 
Robinson,  Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Haines  W.  Reed,  Los  Angeles,  Cal. ;  Ashton 
Starke,  Richmond,  Va. ;  Eli  S.  Warner,  St.  Paul,  Minn.;  Charles  T.  Whitney, 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Committee  on  speakers — ^J.  Candler  Cobb,  chairman,  Boston ;  J.  J.  Culbertson* 
Paris,  Tex. ;  Howard  Elting.  Chicago,  111. ;  Wm.  McCarroll,  New  York. 

President  Taft  will  speak  at  the  banquet.  Prof.  Emery,  chairman  of  the 
Tariff  Board,  will  make  the  opening  address  on  the  11th  of  January.  Among 
other  speakers  of  prominence  will  be  Senator  Cummins,  of  Iowa ;  Senator  Bev- 
eridge,  of  Indiana';  and  Representative  Nicholas  Longworth,  of  Ohio. 

Excursions  are  now  being  arranged  from  various  sections  of  the  country, 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Merchants'  Association  of  New  York,  the  BostCMi 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Chicago  Association  of  Commerce,  and  other  com- 
mercial  bodies.  The  Secretary  of  this  association  will  be  glad  to  furnish  to 
all  others  who  are  interested  any  information  desired  in  regard  to  the  con- 
vention. 

The  importance  of  this  movement  as  a  means  of  bringing  about  a  final  solu- 
tion of  this  great  national  question  is  obvious  and  should  appeal  to  all  dtlz&as. 

Your  interest  and  cooperation  is  desired  and  most  strongly  urged. 

The  National  Taritf  Commission  Association. 

By  the  directors: 

John  Candler  Cobb,  Boston,  Mass.,  vice  president  Boston  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce; J.  J.  Culbertson,  Paris.  Tex.,  president  the  Oklahoma  .Investment  Co.; 
Chas.  M.  Jarvis,  New  Britain,  Conn.,  president  American  Hardware  Corp.: 
Alba  B.  Johnson,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  vice  president  Baldwin  Locomotive  Works; 
John  Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton,  Ohio,  president  National  Association  of  Manufac- 
turers; H.  B.  Miles,  Racine,  Wis.,  president  Racine  Sattley  Co.;  D.  M.  Parry, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  president  Parry  Auto  Co.;  Dr.  E.  V.  Robinson,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.,  the  L^niversity  of  Minnesota:  George  W.  Sheldon,  Chicago,  111,  George 
W.  Sheldon  &  Co.;  D.  A.  Tompkins,  Charlotte,  N.  C,  president  D.  A.  Tomp- 
kins Co. :  Henry  R.  Towne,  New  York,  president  Merchants'  Association  of 
New  York. 

Henry  T.  Wills,  Secretary, 
66  Lafayette  Street,  New  York, 

Note. — All  communications  are  to  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary,  66  Lafayette 
Street,  New  York,  or  headquarters  at  Washington,  the  New  WiUard  Hotel, 
Washington,  D.  C,  January  1  to  13,  inclusive. 
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-LIST  OF  AFFILIATED  ORGANIZATIONS. 


Albany  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

American  Manufacturers'  Export  Asso- 
ciation, New  York  City. 

American  Meat  Packers'  Association, 
New  York. 

American  National  live  Stock  Asso- 
ciation. 

Atlanta  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Battle  Creek  (Mich.)  Industrial  Asso- 
siatlon. 

Binghamton  (N.  Y.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Bismarck  Commercial  Club,  N.  Dak. 


Board  of  Trade  and  Business  Men's 
Association  of  Norfolk,  Va. 

Board  of  Trade.  Nashville,  Tenn. 

Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Board  of  Trade  and  Transportation  of 
New  York. 

Board  of  Trade  and  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation. Fitchburg,  Mass. 

Business  Men's  League  of  St.  Louis. 

Caldwell  Commercial  Club,  Caldwell, 
Idaho. 

Carriage   Builders'    National   Assocla- 

.  tion.  Auburn,  Ind. 
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Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Galveston, 
Tex. 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  Macon,  Ga. 

Chamber  of  Commerce,  San  Antonio. 
Tex. 

Chamber  of  Commerce  of  Steubenvllle. 
Ohio. 

Chicago  Association  of  Commerce. 

Cleveland     Chamber     of     Commerce, 
Cleveland,  Ohio. 

Commercial  Club  of  Omaha. 

Commercial  Club  of  St.  Paul. 

Commercial  Club  of  Lincoln,  Nebr. 

Commercial  Club  of  Minneapolis. 

Commercial  Club,  Wheaton,  Minn. 

Dallas  (Tex.)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Dayton  (Ohio)  Chamber  of  Ck)mmerce. 

Denver  (Olo.)  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Detroit  Board  of  (]Jommerce,  Detroit, 
Mich. 

Duluth  Board  of  Trade,  Duluth,  Minn. 

Fargo    Commercial    CJlub,    Fargo,    N. 
Dak. 

Farmers'  National  Congress,  Chicago. 

Fort    Dodge    Ck)mmercial    Club,    Fort 
Dodge,  Iowa. 

Grand  Rapids  Board  of  Trade. 

Interstate  Cotton  Seed  Crushers'  As- 
sociation, Little  Rocli,  Ark. 

Iowa  Manufacturers*  Association,  Des 
Moines. 

Kansas    City    Implement,    Vehicle,    & 
Hardware  Club. 

L.ancaster    (Pa.)     Chamber    of    (Com- 
merce. 

Lincoln-Roosevelt    Rep.    League.    Los 
Angeles,  Cal. 

Little  Rock  (Ark.)  Board  of  Trade. 

Los  Angeles  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

Tx)uisville    Commercial     Club.     I^ouis- 
ville,  Ky. 

Lowell  (Mass.)  Board  of  Trade. 

Manufacturing    Chemists'    Association 
of  the  United  States,  Boston,  Mass. 

Manufacturers'  Association  of  Seattle, 
Wash. 

Manufacturers'     Club    of    Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

Merchants'  As.sooiation  of  New  York. 

Merchants'    Exchange    and    Board    of 
Trade  of  Portland.  Me. 

Merchants   and   Manufacturers'   Asso- 
ciation of  Milwaukee. 

Missouri    Manufacturers*    Association. 

St.  liouis. 
Mower    County    Agricultural    Society, 

Austin,  Minn. 
National    Association    of  Agi-lcnltural 

Implement    and    Vehicle    Manufac- 

turers.  Chicago,  111. 
National  Association  of  Clothiers,  New 

York. 


National  Association  of  Manufactur- 
ers, New  York. 

National  Federation  of  Retail  Imple- 
ment &  Vehicle  Dealers'  Associa- 
tion, Abilene,  Kan. 

National  Association  of  Merchant 
Tailors  of  America,  Washington, 
D.  C. 

National  Paint,  Oil  &  Varnish  Asso- 
ciation, Chicago. 

National  Business  League  of  America, 
Chicago,  111. 

National  Funiiture  Manufacturers* 
Association.  Grand  Rapids. 

National  Association  of  Tanners,  Chi- 
cago. 

National  Shoe  Wholesalers'  Associa- 
tion, Chicago. 

National  Wholesale  Lumber  Dealers' 
Association,  New  York. 

New  Haven  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
New  Haven.  Conn. 

Newark  (N.  J.)  Board  of  Trade. 

New  England  Shoe  &  Leather  Asso- 
ciation, Boston. 

New  England  Shoe  Wholesalers'  Asso- 
ciation, Boston. 

Oklahoma  (City)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Oshkosh  (Wis.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Philadelphia  (Pa.^  Board  of  Trade. 

Portland  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Port- 
land, Oreg. 

Retail  Coal  Dealers*  Association  of  the 
New  England  States,  Boston,  Mass. 

Rochester  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
Rochester.  N.  Y. 

Sonthington   (Conn.)   Board  of  Trade. 

Spokane  Chamber  of  Commerce,  Spo- 
kane Wash. 

Springfield  (Mass.)  Board  of  Trade. 

St.  Paul   (Minn.)  Business  league. 

St.  Paul  Jobbers  &  Manufacturers' 
Aasociation,  St.  Paul.  Minn. 

Syracuse  (N.  Y.)  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce. 

Taconia  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
Board  of  Trade. 

The  City  Club  of  TjOs  Angeles,  Los 
Angeles.  Cal. 

The  Commercial  Club,  Mlnot,  N.  Dak. 

The  15(),0C)0  cnnb.  Spokane,  Wash. 

The  Tri-City  Manufacturers'  Associa- 
tion. Moline,  111. 

Unite*!  Metal  Trades  Association, 
Portland,  Oreg. 

Virginia  &  North  Carolina  Retail  Im- 
plement, Machinery,  &  Vehicle  Deal- 
ers' Association,  Richmond,  Va. 

Worcester  (Mass.)  Merchants'  Asso- 
ciation. 


4033-4034  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 


3300       MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

I  feel  positive  that  you  have  seen  Mr.  Boudinot  before  this  and  he  has 
reported  to  you  of  the  meeting  we  had  with  the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster 
General.  Mr.  Boudinot  and  I  met  Mr.  Gardner  on  time,  and  got  to  the  post 
office  at  0.30  a.  ni.,  as  agreed,  and  we  had  an  interview  with  the  Postmaster 
General  which  lasted  until  nearly  11  o'cloclc,  which  I  am  positive  brought 
around  the  results  that  were  wanted.  Mr.  Gardner  made  a  stiflP  argument  for 
al)Out  an  hour,  and  after  we  left  the  Postmaster  GeneraFs  office  I  saw  him 
again  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  told  me  that  the  matter  would  be  arranged  to 
our  satisfaction. 

I  also  saw  Mr.  Fassett  and  Senator  Penrose  on  the  same  matter.  Mr.  Penrose 
stated  that  he  would  do  anything  he  possibly  could.  On  the  advice  of  Mr. 
Boudinot  I  saw  him  again  in  the  afternoon,  and  he  told  me  that  we  had  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  what  we  wanted  from  the  Post  Office  Department 

The  executive  board  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  meets  here  again 
to-day  and  their  meeting  will  last  a  week.  They  intend  to  make  a  strong  effort 
when  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  is  brought  up  to  put  as  riders  upon  that  bill 
the  eight-hour  bill  advocated  by  the  President,  and  they  also  intend  to  make 
the  same  effort  they  made  last  year  to  amend  the  Sherman  law. 

With  the  rush  of  things  over  here  at  the  present  time,  I  am  positive  they 
will  not  succeed,  for  there  are  more  bills  now  before  Congress  which  many 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  are  now  anxious  to  save  for  their  own  districts 
than  what  will  be  able  to  i)e  put  through,  so  there  will  be  very  little  attention 
given  to  the  labor  advocates  for  the  balance  of  this  session. 

Mr.  Emery  informs  me  that  you  folks  will  be  over  here  again  next  week,  so 
hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  then  and  talking  matters  over  with 
you,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

I  want  to  ask  just  one  question  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  ideBti- 
fication.  I  take  it  this  matter  which  you  had  up  with  the  Third 
Assistant  Postmaster  General  was  the  same  matter  that  you  spoke 
about  this  morning,  namely,  the  postage  rates,  or  the  mailing  privi- 
leges, which  were  to  be  given  ? 

Mr.  Mui/HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4035  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Hanch, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  It  is  a  personal  letter.     I  would  not  read  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4036  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4037  is  a  copy  of  a  personal  letter  that  I  do  not 
think  ought  to  be  in  here. 

The  Chairman.  No  ;  it  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  No.  4035  and  No.  4037  ought  to  be  with- 
drawn from  the  record  and  marked  "  Personal." 

The  Chairman.  Strike  them  out. 

Senator  Reed.  4038-4039  is  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird,  is 
it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4040.  is  an  original  letter  that  Mr.  Bird  wrote 
to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAUL.  (after  examining  letter).  That  is  in  relation  to  an 
interview  with  Mr.  Britt. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  it  as  follows: 

Mr.  Boudinot  has  reported  to  me  the  result  of  the  Interview  with  Mr.  Brltt^ 
the  Third  Assistant  Postmaster  General.  We  have  not  yet  received  advice  as 
to  our  entry,  but  we  hope  to  receive  It  any  time. 
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No.  4041  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MiTiiHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Beed.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

This  accident  gives  me  the  opportunity  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  three  copies 
of  the  report  of  the  Intemal-Revenne  Commission,  and  we  will  try  to  keep  in 
mind  the  adyisability  of  making  these  requests  to  you  direct. 

I  think  that  No.  4042  is  also  a  personal  letter,  and  it  might  as  well 
be  withdrawn  from  the  record. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

(At  this  point  the  witness  requested  to  be  temporarily  excused 
from  the  stand,  and  left  the  hearing  room.) 

Sesnator  Beed.  4043-4044  is  a  letter  addressed  to  Mr.  J.  P.  Bird. 
I  think  we  may  take  that  as  identified  and  proceed  with  it  in  the 
absence  of  the  witness. 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Senator  Keed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows : 

Yours  of  January  17th  has  been  received  and  contents  carefully  noted.  I 
was  completely  surprised  at  the  size  of  the  check  I  received  in  relation  to  my 
expense  account,  for  I  thought  that  after  my  interview  with  Mr.  Kirby  and  your- 
self here  last  week  that  that  matter  was  fully  settled.  I  told  you  at  that 
time  that  I  was  ready  and  willing  at  any  time  to  give  you  a  complete  state- 
ment of  the  expenses  I  incurred  in  the  last  two  weeks  of  the  campaign  in  the 
second  New  Jersey  district,  and  who  the  money  was  paid  to,  and  that  I  was 
even  willing  to  go  to  New  York  nnd  convince  Mr.  Stillman,  or  any  other  member 
of  our  organization,  that  every  dollar  that  I  put  Into  my  expense  account«was 
paid  out  and  services  wer^  returned  for  it  At  the  present  time  it  is  not  a 
matter  of  money  with  me,  but  it  is  a  matter  of  business  to  convince  the  officers 
of  our  organization  that  It  is  a  great  wrong  to  hold  this  account  up  the  way 
it  has  been  held.  The  results  obtained  in  the  second  and  sixth  New  Jersey 
^strlcts,  for  the  amount  of  money  that  was  put  in  those  districts  to  do  the 
work,  was  among  the  best  and  one  of  the  cheapest  campaigns  that  was  ever 
carried  on  by  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers.  That  has  been  fully 
demonstrated  by  the  actions  of  some  of  the  politicians  over  here  since  Ck>n- 
gress  has  met,  for  Hughes,  Rainey,  and  other  labor  agitators  in  Ck)ngre88  have 
flatly  refused  to  serve  on  any  labor  committees,  and  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
campaign  made  In  those  two  districts  last  fall  there  would  be  a  different  stand 
taken  by  some  of  the  politicians  over  here. 

I  do  not  Intend  to  write  any  long  letter  upon  this  subject,  only  I  would  like 
to  have  you  state  by  return  mall  what  you  wish  me  to  do.    I  want  this  matter 
settled  as  soon  as  possible,  so  hoping  that  you  will  answer  this  letter  very  soon, 
believe  me  to  be,  as  ever. 
Sincerely,  yours. 

I  think  we  can  take  that  letter  for  granted  without  Mr.  Mulhall's 
identification. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Nos.  4045  to  4047  are  omitted. 

What  is  No.  4048  ? 

The  Chairman.  I  think  that  should  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4048  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Stillman  to  Mr.  Mul- 
hall.    I  will  read  that: 

Please  accept  thanks  for  the  books  received  this  morning. 

4049-4050  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  Col.  Mulhall,  which 
I  think  we  can  take  as  identiiSed  in  the  absence  of  the  witness. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  as  follows : 

H.  R.  bill  No.  12316  is  an  amendment  to  a  Senate  bill  of  the  same  number. 
This,  as  I  understand,  is  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals,  of 
which  Frank  P.  Flint,  of  California,  is  chairman.    Kindly  look  over  this  com> 
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mlttee,  on  page  161  of  the  Vest-Pocket  Directory  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  g\\e  me  the  following  Inforniation : 

There  is  being  organized  a  strong  protest  against  the  •Government  installing 
"dry  docks  and  supply  stores  at  the  Panama  Canal,  Inasmuch  as  it  means  that 
should  this  dock  be  established  it  would  be  under  Government  control  and  all 
the  supplies  and  work  would  be  instantly  dominized  by  union  labor. 

We  do  not  desire  to  appear  in  opposition  to  this  bill.  What  I  wish  to  know  is. 
Has  the  committee  given  it  serious  consideration,  and  in  their  judgment  will  It 
be  passed,  and  is  there  any  method  which  can  be  suggested  either  by  Senator 
Dick  or  your  friend  John  Walter  Smith,  from  Maryland,  as  to  a  line  of  action 
to  prevent  the  Government  building  this  dock  and  supply  station  there?  We 
fully  realize  that  if  a  private  Individual  or  individuals  should  establish  this 
station  the  question  of  union  labor  might  possibly  be  dissipated. 

What  I  want  you  to  do  Is  to  give  me  as  full  and  complete  a  report  as  to  the 
attitude  of  the  committee  as  possible;  if  any  hearing  has  been  held;  if  not, 
when  it  will  be,  and  all  information  within  your  power  to  obtain ;  and  I  desire 
to  have  it  on  my  desk  not  later  than  Friday  morning,  January  27th. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4051  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hanch,  acknowledging 
receipt  of  copies  of  the  Constitution,  JVIanual,  and  Digest;  also  the 
Congressional  Directory. 

No.  4052  is  a  letter  from  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.,  signed 
"  Walworth  Mfg.  Co.,  Geo.  T.  Coppins,  sec'y." 

He  says: 

Please  accept  my  sincere  thanks  for  forwarding  to  me  the  following:  OfBclal 
Directory  Sixty-first  Congress,  Congressional  Vest-Pocket  Directory,  Constitu- 
tional Manual  and  Digest,  and  the  Criminal  Code  of  the  United  States.  They 
will  doubtless  prove  of  great  value  to  us  in  our  business. 

No.  4063  is  a  letter  from  Bird.    I  read  from  it  as  follows : 

Your  letter  of  January  20th  from  the  Raleigh,  Washington,  D.  C,  is  received. 
Now,  my  dear  Colonel,  it  is  absolutely  unnecessary  to  go  into  any  explanation 
such  as  is  contained  in  this  letter.  The  matter  has  been  placed  fairly  befbre 
you.  Mr.  Stillman  still  maintains  his  original  position.  The  question  of  resalts 
obtained  in  the  districts  or  any  other  subject  is  absolut^y  irrelevant  to  the 
matter  submitted  to  you  before  Mr.  Kirby  and  myself.  I  dislike  exceedingly 
to  feel  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  write  a  letter  like  this  to  you,  but  it  seema  I 
am  unable  to  impress  upon  you  that  I  am  helpless  in  this  matter  until  you  wiU 
do  what  was  so  thoroughly  and  carefully  explained  to  you  by  Mr.  Kirby  at  the 
Hotel  WiUard.  The  entire  matter  is  up  to  you.  I  can  do  nothing.  Ton  must 
make  the  first  move. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bibd,  Oeneral  Manoffer. 

(The  witness  here  entered  the  hearing  room  and  returned  M  the 
stand.) 

Senator  Reed  (handing  No.  4053  to  the  witness).  That  is  a  copy 
of  a  letter  that  you  got  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not;  and  that  refers 
still  to  the  dispute  over  the  expense  account  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALx.  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  does  that  refer  to  ? 

Mr.  MuLHAu:^  The  last  expense  account  in  the  Hughes  campaign. 

Senator  NeLson.  They  disputed  that,  and  refused  to  pay  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  a  part  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  Here  is  JS^o.  4054.  Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that 
you  wrote  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that,  as  follows: 

Your  special-delivery  letter  of  January  25th  received  early  this  morning, 
and  I  have  been  engaged  for  the  best  part  of  the  day  seeking  the  information 
requested  in  your  letter. 

Bill  No.  12316  passed  the  House  January  5th,  1910,  and  was  referred  to  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Interoceanic  Canals,  of  which  the  Hon.  Frank  P.  Flint, 
of  California,  is  chairman. 
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About  eleven  O'clock  this  morning  I  called  at  the  office  of  Mr.  Harry  C. 
Coudrey  and  asked  him  to  see  Mr.  Flint  for  me  and  obtain  the  information 
you  wanted.  I  went  into  the  Senate  Office  Building  with  Mr.  Coudrey,  and 
he  saw  Senator  Flint,  who  reported  to  him  that  H.  R.  12816  had  been  reported 
by  his  committee  to  the  Senate  and  was  now  numbered  on  the  calendar  of 
the  Senate  as  178.  Senator  Flint  stated  that  he  was  doing  all  he  possibly  could 
to  have  this  bill  brought  up  and  i^assed,  and  that  he  hoped  to  have  some  action 
taken  on  it  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

After  leaving  Mr.  Coudrey  I  saw  Senator  Williftm  E.  Bornh,  of  Idaho,  who 
was  under  the  Impression  that  this  bill  would  have  a  very  small  chance  of 
getting  through  at  this  session.  He  gave  me  to  understand  that  there  were 
so  many  other  matters  of  greater  importance  to  be  considered  that  he  believed 
this  bill  would  be  postponed  when  It  was  reached  on  the  calendar. 

After  leaving  Senator  Borah  I  called  at  the  office  of  Senator  Charles  Dick, 
of  Ohio,  a  member  of  this  committee,  but  I  found  that  he  had  gone  to  Ann- 
apolis, so  I  left  there  and  went  to  the  office  of  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of 
North  Carolina.  I  am  well  acquainted  with  him,  and  he  told  me  that  he  felt 
sure  that  this  bill  could  not  be  passed  at  this  session. 

I  saw  other  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate  upon  this  matter,  and  I  am 
pcM^ltive  that  if  our  people  desire  it  this  bill  can  be  set  back  on  the  calendar 
when  it  is  reached,  and  in  that  way  beaten  at  this  session  of  Congress.    I  will 
work  on  this  bill  until  I  hear  from  you  iagain,  and  if  advised  by  you  to  con 
tinue  working  against  it.  I  am  positive  that  we  can  have  it  beaten. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4055  a  letter  you  received  from  Ludwig 
Nissen  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Heed.  It  is  about  some  more  books;  a  collection  of  refer- 
ence books  sent  to  Nissen.    He  says: 

I  want  to  thank  you  for  the  collection  of  reference  books  you  sent  me  this 
morning  and  say  that  your  courtesies  are  very  highly  appreciated. 

No.  4056  is  a  letter  written  to  you  by  Mr.  Enos  Paullin? 

Mr.  MuLrHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  also  in  regard  to  some  books.    He  says : 

I  am  in  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  Offlclal  Dlret^tory  of  the  61st  Congress,  Con- 
gressional Vest  Pocket  Directory,  Constitution,  Manual  and  Digest  Rules  and 
Practice  House  of  Representatives,  which  wert»  received  with  Chnrles  H. 
Welssle's  frank  thereon,  but  as  your  gird,  however,  was  enclosed  I  understand 
that  tliese  were  sent  at  your  request. 

Senator  Walsh.  Why  did  you  use  Mr.  Weissie's  frank? 

Mr.  MuiiHALL.  I  think  Mr.  McMichael  furnished  some  franks  at 

that  time. 
Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  have  any  dealings  with  Weissie  direct? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir ;  I  did  not. 
Senator  Walsh.  Did  McMichael  go  around  and  gather  up  franks 

for  you  ? 
Mtr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  think  he  was  connected  with  Weissie  at 

that  time.  .       ,  -  ,     ^ 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4057  is  a  letter  to  you  from  the  Emerson-Brant- 

inirham  Co.,  C.  S.  Brantingham,  secretary  and  treasurer. 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads : 

We  are  in  receipt  of  a  very  interesting  package  of  Government  printed  mat- 
ter with  your  card  enclosed.    Please  accept  tlwmks  for  the  same. 

No.  4058  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  on  the 
Sf7th  of  January,  is  it  ?  •     ..     x    v 

Mr.  Mm-HALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  This  reads : 

My  Dear  Bird  :  I  sent  you  a  brief  report  last  eveDinfi;.  as  requested,  upon  bill 
12316,  and  feeling  this  morning  that  my  reiwrt  was  not  as  full  iierhnps  as  yon 
would  like  It,  I  am  sending  you  several  copies  of  the  bill,  which  will  explain 
more  fully  the  information  you  want 

I  got  to  work  upon  this  matter  early  this  morning,  and  had  a  long  interview 
with  Senator  F.  M.  Simmons,  of  the  Interoceanic  Canals  Committee,  and  after 
my  interview  was  over  with  him  I  called  on  a  number  of  Senators  that  were 
suggested  by  Senator  Simmons,  in  relation  to  this  matter. 

As  I  stated  to  you  in  my  letter  of  last  evening.  Senator  Flint  is  extremely 
anxious  to  have  this  bill  passed  at  this  session  of  Congress,  and  I  am  told  that 
the  President  is  deeply  interested  in  this  bill  also,  but  Senator  Flint  is  doubtful 
now  about  its  getting  through  at  this  session,  and  so  stated  to  the  President 
a  short  time  ago. 

I  feel  I  have  had  a  very  successful  forenoon's  work  upon  this  matter,  and  I 
feel  that  I  can  say  that  with  a  little  good  work  this  bill  will  be  postponed  when 
it  Is  reached  upon  the  Senate  Calendar. 

I  am  also  sending  with  this  letter  a  calendar  of  the  Senate,  and  it  will  show 
you  where  the  bill  is  now  listed;  also  a  copy  of  tlie  Presidents  message  on 
Canadian  reciprocity,  feeling  that  you  might  like  to  know  what  he  is  recom- 
mending to  put  on  the  free  list 

4059,  4060  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  jou  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

.  I  have  been  extremely  busy  for  the  past  few  days,  uiK)n  the  Senate  side,  for 
two  leading  Members  of  the  Senate,  upon  confidential  political  work.  I  have 
been  successful  with  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  and- 1  have  been  gathering 
information  concerning  the  appointments  of  the  committees  for  the  62nd 
CongreFP,  and  I  reported  to  Mr.  Emery  this  morning  that  I  am  positive  that 
we  will  fare  very  much  better  with  the  incoming  Democrats  of  the  House  than 
we  have  been  doing  with  the  present  Congress.  I  assured  Mr.  Emery  that  it 
he  would  select  or  name  some  man  that  we  could  agree  on  for  the  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Labor,  that  we  could  have  him  appointed,  and  I  also  told 
Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  that  we  will  control  the  Judicial  Committee  and 
its  subcommittees  and  also  the  Labor  Committee  and  its  subcommittees  in  the 
next  Congress. 

I  am  so  convinced  of  this  that  I  wish  Mr.  Emery  and  our  friends  to  name 
the  men,  and  I  am  iiositlve  that  we  can  get  the  appointments.  This.  I  feel, 
ought  to  be  extremely  cheerful  information  for  our  i)eople,  and  I  am  not  mak* 
ing  this  statement  until  I  am  fully  convinced  that  those  facts  can  be  accom- 
plished. 

I  sent  out,  two  days  ago,  twenty-four  (24)  sets  of  books  to  all  the  members 
of  our  executive  board,  and  I  sent  you  yesterday  a  large  bag  of  seeds,  and  I 
will  send  to  Mr.  Boudlnot  and  yourself  this  afternoon  a  number  of  packages 
of  flower  seeds.  I  have  been  keeping  myself  busy  for  the  last  ten  days  in 
getting  a  comer  on  seeds  in  this  city.  At  the  present  time  I  am  promised  two 
thousand  (2,000)  packages,  and  if  you  know  any  farmers  in  our  organization 
who  wish  to  cultivate  any  vegetables  or  flowers  this  (H)mlng  season.  I  would 
be  very  glad  to  have  them  franked  out  to  any  address  you  may  give. 

There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  pressure  brought  upon  me  to  do  some  work 
outside  of  the  city  for  a  leading  Member  of  the  Senate  This  matter  I  shall 
write  you  fully  upon  later  on,  so  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping 
to  hear  from  you  soon,  believe  me,  as  ever. 

Sincerely,  yours,  . 

Who  was  that  leading  Member  of  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MuLHALU  I  think  it  was  Mr.  Sherman. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  no  Senator  Sherman  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  was  a  Vice  President  Sherman  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  you  mean  Vice  President  Sherman? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  this! — 

I  also  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  we  will  control  the  Judicial  €k>m- 
mlttee  and  Its  subcommittees,  and  also  the  Labor  Ck>mmittee  and  its  subcom- 
mittees, in  the  next  Congress. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  We  were  making  a  trial,  the  same  as  we  always 
made 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  expect  to  control  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary  of  the  United  ^ates  Senate? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  looked  favorable  at  that  time — ^no ;  not  the  com- 
mittee of  the  Senate,  but  the  committee  of  the  House. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  would  give  the  Senate  immunity. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  I  suppose  I  do. 

Senator  Walsh.  How  did  you  expect  to  effect  tiiis  control! 

Mr.  Mtji^HALL.  The  same  way  they  had  been  effecting  it  for  the 
past  six  or  seven  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  before  this  you  were  able  to  impress 
the  Speaker  with  the  wisdom  of  your  views,  and  you  got  the  appoint- 
ments made  through  the  Speaker. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  think  if  you  would  put  Mr.  Watson  on  as  a  lob* 
byist  you  would  find  more  about  this.    I  was  advised  by  him 

Senator  Walsh.  I  observe  through  the  course  of  these  letters  that 
you  were  on  very  friendly  terms  with  Mr.  Watson  who  was  a  lead- 
mg  Member  of  the  House,  and  apparently  on  very  friendly  terms 
with  Mr.  Cannon  who  was  the  Speaker,  and  with  Mr.  Sherman  who 
was  in  Congress  during  a  portion  of  your  activities,  and  so  I  could 
very  readily  understand  how  you  mi^ht  look  for  some  reasonably 
favorable  action  in  the  matter  of  appointments  of  committees;  but  1 
have  not  learned  that  you  were  particularly  close  to  either  Speaker 
Clark  or  any  of  the  leading  Democrats  of  the  House,  so  that  you 
might  reasonably  indulge  in  the  same  hopes. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  you  read  on,  I  guess  you  will  find  that  it  was  a 
failure — that  it  was  not  accomplished. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh. 

Senator  Beed.  Is  No.  4061  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Bjsed.  This  reads : 

Your  letter  of  January  27th  In  reference  *to  H.  R.  bill  12316 — please  get  in 
touch  with  Mr.  Emery  on  this  matter. 

My  only  reason  for  writing  you  on  the  25th  Instant  as  I  did,  In  view  of  the 
fiict  that  Mr.  Emery  is  guiding  your  energies,  was  that  there  might  be  an  In- 
vestigatlon  of  the  matter,  feeling  confident  when  Mr.  Emery  was  In  the  office 
on  Thursday  It  would  present  the  opportunity  for  personal  discussion.  In  thl8» 
however,  I  was  disappointed,  and  he  returned  direct  to  Washington.  He  now 
has  the  entire  matter  In  charge,  and  will  you  be  so  kind  as  to  follow  his  re- 
quests, and  oblige. 

Do  you  know  what  that  referred  tot  Was  that  your  bill,  or  was 
that  something  else? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  do  not  quite  catch  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  suppose  that  was  the  canal-dock  bill  that  you 

referred  to. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.    We  will  go  on,  then. 

No.  4062  is  apparently  a  note  from  Daniel  C.  Ripley  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

I  am  indebted  to  you  for  seTeral  books  covering  the  proceedings,  etc.,  of  the 
Sixty-first  Congress,  third  session,  for  which  accept  my  thanks. 

No.  4063  is  another  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 
Mr.  MuirHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads: 

Your  letter  of  January  27th  in  reference  to  committees  is  duly  received.  Also 
your  reference  to  the  books  being  sent  to  members  of  our  executive  board.  The 
package  of  seeds  was  duly  received,  and  I  thank  you  for  them. 

In  reference  to  your  doing  work  outside  the  city  for  a  leading  Member  of  the 
Senate,  please  bear  in  mind  that  at  the  present  time  Mr.  E^ery  is  directing 
your  movements,  and  therefore  I  suggest  that  you  diiM^uas  this  matter  with  him 
and  abide  by  his  wishes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  you  have  been  as  good  as  Congress- 
men in  the  distribution  of  seeds. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes ;  I  think  much  better,  because  more  seeds  went 
out. 

Senator  Walsh.  Who  was  this  leading  Member  of  the  Senate  re- 
ferred to  here? 

Mr.  MuLHALu  There  are  some  former  letters  that  might  throw 
light  on  that,  if  you  will  let  me  see  them. 

Senator  Walsh.  Well,  see  if  your  recollection  is  refreshed. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  I  think  I  was  referring  to  Mr. 
Sherman. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4064  is  a  letter  from  J.  S.  Battelle. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  connection  allow  me  to  call  his  attention 
to  4059,  4060,  dated  January  27,  1911.    In  that  letter  he  says : 

I  have  been  extremely  busy  for  the  past  few  days  upon  the  Senate  side  for 
two  leading  Members  of  the  Senate  upon  confidential  political  work. 

I  would  like  to  inquire  who  those  leading  Members  of  the  Senate 
were? 

Mr.  MuLHALL,  I  think  I  was  in  touch  with  Senator  Carter  at 
that  time,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  and  Senator  Dick,  of  Ohio.  Senator 
Dick  wanted  some  work  done  out  in  Ohio. 

Senator  Walsh.  Now  you  interest  me  particularly.  I  see  this  was 
January  27,  1911.  What  was  the  particular  confidential  work  you 
undertook  at  that  time  for  Senator  Carter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  can  not  recall,  but  I  was  always  in  close  toudi 
with  Senator  Carter  while  he  was  in  the  Senate. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  was  a  deadlock  in  the  Montana  Legislature 
at  that  time,  was  there  not  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  ask  this  question.  Mr.  Mulhall,  are  you 
not  so  tired  out  that  it  is  difficult  for  you  to  remember  dates  and 
facts? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a  fact. 

Senator  Reed.  If  you  are  not  able  to  go  on,  we  will  stop. 

Mr.  Mui^HALL.  I  would  like  to  stop — if  you  would  have  a  little 
mercy.  They  are  rushing  in  a  lot  of  things  about  my  insane  wife* 
For  God's  sake  have  a  little  mercy. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  ou^ht  to  have  a  little  rest  until  Monday. 

Mr.  MiTirHALL.  I  will  stand  it  if  necessary.  I  will  clear  up  in  a 
minute  or  two. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  had  better  let  you  so  until  Monday. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  prefer  to  stop  here? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  stay  if  vou  wish  me  to  stay. 

The  Chairman.  No  ;  if  you  tnink  you  are  in  such  a  condition  that 
you  can  not  recollect  these  matters,  we  will  adjourn. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  am  breaking  down, 
but  I  am  extremely  tired  and  hardly  able  to  answer  questions. 

Senator  Reed.  It  has  been  a  long  week. 

Senator  Nemon.  I  just  want  to  ask  you  one  question.  Going  back 
to  this  letter,  4011,  4012,  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Marshall  to  James  A.  Emery, 
in  regard  to  the  site  for  a  public  building,  it  refers  to  Mr.  Cox.  Is 
not  that  Mr.  Cox 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (interposing).  That  was  a  personal  lot  of  work  for 
Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  related  to  a  public  building? 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  they  wanted  a  public  building  and  Mr. 
Kirby  was  interested  in  getting  a  certain  site,  and  M^.  Cox  was  in- 
terested in  getting  the  other  one. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  the  Cox  you  refer  to  is  the  present  governor 
of  Ohio? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  Yes,  sir ;  and  this  is  personal  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  he 
was  doing  some  lobbying  here  on  his  own  account. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Kirby  wanted  the  W.  C.  A.  site  and  Mr.  Cox 
wanted  something  else? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  not  any  very  distinct  recollection  at 
the  present  time  about  who  those  two  Senators  are? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  I  have;  but  I  know  about  that 
time 

Senator  Nelson.  This  mention  of  Senator  Carter's  name,  I  ob- 
served, was  something  rather  in  the  nature  of  a  guess  on  your  part. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  known  Senator  Carter  and  have  gotten 
splendid  indorsements  from  him  since  1892 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand,  but 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (interposing).  It  might  be  a  guess  just  at  present. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  want  us  to  understand  that  you 
have  any  definite  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  believe  I  have.  I  think,  when 
Senator  Nelson  calls  my  attention  to  this  other  letter  in  relation  to 
this  private  enterprise  out  in  Dayton,  I  know,  now,  I  had  made 
several  calls  on  Senator  Dick  in  relation  to  that  matter,  and  Senator 
Dick  wanted  me  to  do  some  work  in  Ohio.  I  do  not  know  just  what 
the  nature  of  the  work  was,  but  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  it  up. 
I  am  not  sure  just  about  the  other.  Senator,  at  this  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  other  bill,  referred  to  a  moment  ago,  I  think, 
was  the  bill  in  charge  of  Senator  Flint,  about  docks  and  the  Panama 
Canal,  and  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  MtJLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

(At  3.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  Monday, 
July  28,  1913,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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Senator  Beed.  I  think  we  had  better  let  you  eo  until  Monday. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  prefer  to  stop  herei 

Mr.  MulhaLl.  I  will  stay  if  you  wish  me  to  stay. 

The  Chairman.  No;  if  you  think  you  are  in  such  a  condition  that 
you  can  not  recollect  these  matters,  we  will  adjounl. 

Mr.  MuiiHAiiL.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  am  breaking  down, 
but  I  am  extremely  tired  and  hardly  able  to  answer  questions. 

Senator  Seed.  It  has  been  a  long  week. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  just  want  to  ask  you  one  question.  Going  back 
to  this  letter,  4011,  4012,  of  Mr.  A.  C.  Marshall  to  James  A.  Emery, 
in  regard  to  the  site  for  a  public  building,  it  refers  to  Mr.  Cox.  Is 
not  that  Mr.  Cox 

Mr.  MxTLHALL  (interposing).  That  was  a  personal  lot  of  work  for 
Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  related  to  a  public  building? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  they  wanted  a  public  building  and  Mr. 
Elirby  was  interested  in  ^tting  a  certain  site,  and  Mr.  Cox  was  in- 
terested in  getting  the  other  one. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  the  Cox  you  refer  to  is  the  present  governor 
of  Ohio? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  and  this  is  personal  to  Mr.  Kirby,  and  he 
was  doing  some  lobbying  here  on  his  own  account. 

Senator  Nelson,  lifr.  Kirby  wanted  the  W.  C.  A.  site  and  Mr.  Cox 
wanted  something  else? 

Mr.  MiTLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  have  not  any  very  distinct  recollection  at 
the  present  time  about  who  those  two  Senators  are? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  I  have;  but  I  know  about  that 
time 

Senator  Nelson.  This  mention  of  Senator  Carter's  name,  I  ob- 
served, was  something  rather  in  the  nature  of  a  guess  on  your  part. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  known  Senator  Carter  and  have  gotten 
splendid  indorsements  from  him  since  1892 

Senator  Walsh.  I  understand,  but|^ 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (interposing).  It  might  be  a  guess  just  at  present. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  want  us  to  understand  that  you 
have  any  definite  recollection  about  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  believe  I  have.  I  think,  when 
Senator  Nelson  calls  my  attention  to  this  other  letter  in  relation  to 
this  private  enterprise  out  in  Dayton,  I  know,  now,  I  had  made 
several  calls  on  Senator  Dick  in  relation  to  that  matter,  and  Senator 
Dick  wanted  me  to  do  some  work  in  Ohio.  I  do  not  know  just  what 
the  nature  of  the  work  was,  but  I  think  the  letters  will  clear  it  up. 
I  am  not  sure  just  about  the  other,  Senator,  at  this  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  other  bill,  referred  to  a  moment  ago,  I  think, 
was  the  bill  in  charge  of  Senator  Flint,  about  docks  and  the  Panama 
Canal,  and  something  of  that  kind. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  am  not  sure  of  that. 

(At  3.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  adjourned  until  Monday, 
July  28,  1913,  at  11  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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MONDAY,  jrULY  28,  1918. 

Subcommittee  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 

United  States  Senate, 

Washin^on,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  11  o'clock  a.  m. 

Present:  Senators  Overman  (chairman),  Reed,  Walsh,  Nelson, 
and  Cunmiins. 

TESTIMOHY  OF  MABTIV  MICHAEL  MTJLEALL— Sesumed. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  we  stopped  at  No.  4065. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  a  previous  letter  about  which  I 
desired  to  ask  some  questions.  We  adjourned  so  abruptly  on  Friday 
last  that  I  did  not  have  the  opportunity.  I  desire  to  ask  Col.  Mulhall 
a  few  questions  respecting  the  letter  4059,  4060. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  nand  the  colonel  that  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  is  letter  4059,  4060  in  the  print. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  was  not  identified.  I  will  ask  the 
colonel  it  that  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  now  read  to  you  this  paragraph  from  that 
letter: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  I  have  been  extremely  busy  for  the  past  few  days,  upon  the 
Senate  side,  for  two  leading  members  of  the  Senate,  upon  confidential  political  work. 

I  believe  you  answered  in  respect  to  that  part  of  the  letter.  The 
letter  then  continues  as  follows: 

I  have  been  successful  with  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  and  I  have  been  gathering 
information  concerning  the  appointments  of  the  committees  for  the  62nd  Congress, 
and  I  reported  to  Mr.  Emery  this  morning  that  I  am  positive  that  we  will  fare  very 
much  better  with  the  incoming  Democrats  of  the  House  than  we  have  been  doing 
with  the  present  Congress.  I  assured  Mr.  Emery  that  if  he  would  select  or  name 
some  man  that  we  could  agree  on  for  the  chairman  of  the  Conunittee  on  Labor,  that  we 
could  have  him  appointed,  and  I  also  told  Mr.  Emery  that  I  am  positive  that  we  will 
control  the  judicial  committee  and  its  subcommittees,  and  also  the  Labof  Committee 
and  its  subcommittees  in  the  next  Congress. 

I  am  80  convinced  of  this  that  I  wish  Mr.  Emery  and  our  friends  to  name  the  men, 
and  I  am  positive  that  we  can  get  the  appointments.  This,  I  feel,  ought  to  be  ex- 
tremely cheerful  information  for  our  people;  and  I  am  not  making  this  statement 
until  I  am  fully  convinced  that  those  facts  can  be  accomplished. 

In  connection  with  that,  I  desire  to  ask  what  ground  you  had  for 
stating  that  you  could  accomplish  this  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  he  was  interrogated  in  respect  to  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Not  in  respect  to  all  of  it. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  misht  have  been  a  little  optimistic  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Wnat  ground  did  you  have  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  just  recall  at  the  present  time.  I  will 
state  why,  for  another  reason,  if  you  wish  to  know.  I  had  just  lost 
a  party  with  whom  I  had  been  associated  for  12  years,  who  had  gone 
insane,  and  I  practically  was  not  myself  at  that  time,  and  my  memory 
on  that  subject  is  not  very  clear. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  wrote  this  letter? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  must  have  had  some  grounds  in  your  mind 
for  that  statement  at  that  time. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  always  kept  trying.  I  believe  if  you  do  not 
try  you  will  never  succeed.  I  guess  later  events  will  show  that  I  was 
simply  optimistic. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  believe  you  said  the  other  day  that  the  two 
Senators  to  whom  you  referred  were,  for  one,  Senator  Carter,  and  then 
you  classed  Vice  rresident  Sherman  as  the  other  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  do  not  believe  I  did.  I  mentioned  Senator 
Dick,  of  Ohio,  as  one,  and  I  am  not  sure  of  the  other,  even  now.  I 
know  that  I  was  doing  some  errands  for  Senator  Dick  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  and  Mr.  Emery  together  select  or  name 
anv  men  on  this  committee  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.   No. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  between  you  suggest  any  names  or  agree 
upon  any  names  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  Not  that  I  can  remember  of.  I  found  later  on  it  was 
useless,  because  thev  appointed  Mr.  Wilson  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Labor,  and  I  knew  it  was  entirely  useless  to  talk  to  the  gen- 
tleman who  was  at  the  head  of  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  make  any  efforts  about  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  here  in  the  Senate? 

Mr.  MULHALL.   No. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  respect  to  no  one  of  the  members  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   No. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  never  discussed  that? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  We  never  did  discuss  that,  that  I  know  of. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  Mr.  Emery  discuss  it  with  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Emery  and  I  went  into  a  discussion  of  matters 
almost  every  day,  for  hours.  That  was  my  first  duty,  to  report  at 
his  office  the  first  thing  in  the  morning,  and  to  report  and  comment 
upon  what  could  possibly  be  done  for  that  day — what  I  ought  to  do. 
I  took  orders  from  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  this  all  the  information  that  you  can  give  the 
committee  as  the  basis  for  the  statement  you  made  which  I  read 
from  that  letter? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  the  other  letters,  perhaps,  may  clear  that 
matter  up  as  we  go  along. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4065  is  a  letter  addressed  to  George  H.  Burke. 
Is  that  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  jou  wrote  to  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examinmg  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  You  state  in  this  letter  as  follows: 

Your  favor  of  January  25,  1911,  received. 

I  expert  to  be  in  New  York  either  Wednesday  or  Thursday  of  this  week,  and  will 
come  over  to  Paterson  to  see  you  in  relation  to  the  matters  pertaining  to  the  late  cam- 
paign, and  if  I  am  not  able  to  reach  Patereon  by  that  date  I  will  write  you  again. 

1  nave  done  all  1  possibly  could  with  our  organization  to  have  those  bills  straightened 
up  montht<  ago,  and  I  would  have  been  glad  to  do  it  out  of  my  own  pocket  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  serious  illnct^s  of  my  wife. 

Who  was  Mr.  Burke  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  George  Burke  was  the  collector  of  internal  rev- 
enue in  Paterson,  N.  J. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  this  letter  refer  to  some  McClave  bills  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4066  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird  ? 
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Mr.  MuL&ALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  the  dispute  over  the  account,  and  in 
order  that  we  may  have  that  before  us  I  will  read  from  it  as  follows: 

1^  In  my  letter  of  the  20th  I  plainly  stated  that  I  waa  willing  and  read  v  to  do  anything 
you  wished  me  to  do  to  convince  you  and  Mr.  Stillman  and  others,  if  necessary,  that 
the  itemized  statement  of  my  accounts,  given  to  you  on  the  first  of  December,  was 
strictly  correct.  As  I  stated  m  that  letter  of  the  20th,  I  felt  fully  convinced  that  you 
and  Mr.  Kirby,  at  least,  thought  so,  and  this  I  feel  sure  that  you  do,  at  the  present  time. 
In  closing  your  letter  of  the  26th  you  say  it  is  up  to  me  to  make  the  first  move,  so  I 
wish  to  say  in  relation  to  this  matter  that  I  can  easilv  be  spared  from  Waethinston  an^ 
day  this  week^  if  you  wish  to  see  me,  and  that  I  will  come  over  to  New  York,  and  if 
you  wish  it  brmg  to  your  office  the  men  who  led  the  movements  in  the  sixth  con^jrea- 
sional  district  that  I  worked  in  last  faU,  and  I  know  those  gentlemen  can  convince 
any  fair-minded  man  that  there  was  not  a  dollar  paid  out  m  the  sixth  New  Jersey 
district  in  the  late  con^ssional  fight  to  elect  the  Congressman  there  that  did  not  pass 
through  my  hands  outside  of  the  amounts  that  I  helped  t6  collect  to  pay  the  assessment 
demanded  by  the  Republican  county  committees  in  the  three  counties  in  that  district. 
I  am  positive  if  Mr.  Stillman  wishes  it,  the  leaders  of  the  Republican  organization  in 
the  second  New  Jersey  district  will  do  likewise  and  back  me  up  by  letter  or  by  a 
personal  visit,  if  it  is  necessary.  Now,  I  am  ready  at  anv  moment  to  act^  so  all  I  am 
waiting  for  is  to  have  your  permission  to  go  to  New  YorK  to  clean  up  this  matter,  so 
hoping  to  hear  from  you  by  return  mail  or  oy  telegram,  if  you  wish,  believe  me  to  be, 

I  notice  here  the  statement: 

I  know  those  gentlemen  can  convince  any  fair-minded  man  that  there  was  not  a 
dollar  paid  out  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  distnct  in  the  late  congreesionaJ  fight  to  elect 
the  Congressman  there  that  did  not  pass  throueh  my  hands  outside  of  the  amounta 
that  I  helped  to  coUect  to  pa)r  the  assessment  demanded  by  the  Republican  county 
committees  in  the  three  counties  in  that  district. 

Did  you  help  collect  money  for  that  purpose  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALX..  I  went  with  Mr.  McClave  to  see  Mr.  Barbour,  and 
there  was  $2,000  that  was  gotten.  I  don't  know  how  it  was  gotten, 
but  I  introduced  him  to  Mr.  Barbour  and  there  was  $2,000  gotten  from 
Mr.  Barbour,  and  that  was  the  only  collection  I  attempted  to  make, 
except  at  the  locomotive  works  they  oflfered  money,  and  I  said,  in 
the  presence  of  Mr.  McClave,  that  we  would  prefer  the  work  to  the 
money. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  ask  you  now  if  you  did  get  this  account  mat- 
ter settled  up  in  a  satisfactory  way  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Perfectly  so.  I  offered  to  bring  Mr.  Hanch,  Mr. 
Burke,  and  others  to  Mr.  Bird's  office,  and  Mr.  Bird  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  the  statement  made,  and  he  paid  the  balance  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Are  you  through  with  this  letter.  Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  you  here  the  evening  that  Mr.  McClave 
testified  before  this  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  was  in  New  York. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  will  repeat  his  testimony  from  memory.  He 
testified  that  there  were  three  counties  in  his  district.  In  one  of  the 
counties  the  Republican  committee  assessed  him  $200  or  $250,  which 
he  paid.  In  another  county  they  assessed  him  $2,000,  of  which  he 
paid  $1,000  himself.  In  the  third  county  they  did  not  assess  him  at 
all,  but  I  think  he  paid  them  $200  or  $250.  That  was  his  statement. 
You  disagree  with  that,  as  I  undertand  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  do  not  disagree  with  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  paid  the  assessments.  Now,  what  assess- 
ments did  you  pay  ? 
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Mr.  MiTLHALL.  I  paid  no  assessmentfi.  I  went  with  him,  as  I  said, 
to  collect  money  so  he  could  pay  his  assessments. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  said  he  paid  them  out  of  his  own  pocket  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  out  of  the  money  he  got  from  Mr.  Barber. 
That  was  what  he  gave  me  to  understand — that  he  paid  those  assess- 
ments out  of  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  he  testified,  further,  that  he  only  raised 
S113  outside  of  what  he  contributed  himself? 

Senator  Reed.  He  borrowed  $2,000  from  Mr.  Barber,  he  said. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  sent  out  a  lot  of  letters  for  the  nomination,  and 
the  committee  protested  against  it.  I  do  not  know  the  amounts  of 
money  he  got  at  that  time,  and  I  do  not  believe  anybody  else  does. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  give  hhn  anything? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  small  amounts  of  money. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  much  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge,  altogether,  about  $300. 

Senator  Nelson.  During  the  campaign  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  4067,  4068  are  dupUcates  of  4066. 

No.  4069  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  4069  is  a  copv  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Stillman. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  in  tne  letter: 

We  h&ve  splendid  facilities  here  at  the  present  time  for  sending  any  documents 
{rotten  1  p  by  the  Government;  and  if  there  is  anythins;  along  those  lines  that  you  wish, 
It  will  ariord  me  great  pleasu  re  at  any  time  to  forward  them  to  you  at  once.   ~ 

I  have  been  sending  to  you  the  Ciongressional  Record  and  other  documents  of  that 
kind. 

Senator  Nelson.  Excuse  me.  What  were  the  special  facilities  you 
referred  to  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  assistance  at  that  time  of  Mr.  McDermott  and 
Mr.  McDermott's  secretary,  and  a  room  in  the  basement. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  sent  these  documents  under  Mr.  McDer- 
mott's  frank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  always  send  them  under  Mr.  McDermott's 

frank  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No.  We  got  other  franks,  Mr.  Fairchild's  and  Mr. 
Gardner's,  and  through  Mr.  McMichael.  I  think  Mr.  McMichael  at- 
tended to  that  more  than  anybody  else.  I  referred  thom  to  certain 
Congressmen,  and  they  got  franks. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  all  you  wish  to  ask  about  this,  Senator 

Nelson  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4070  seems  to  be  a  personal  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes;  I  think  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Ludwig  Nissen  &  Go.  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  you  say  there  the  same  thing  about  having 
splendid  faciUties  for  getting  out  books  and  documents. 

Mr.  MLT.HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4071  is  a  reply  of  Mr.  Stilwell.  It  is  unim- 
portant.    It  simply  says  that  he  got  these  accounts. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  1  es,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  4072^074  appears  to  be  an  account  beginning  with 
the  2d  day  of  December.  The  date  of  the  account  is  January  31,  but 
the  date  of  the  first  item  in  the  account  is  December  2.  The  previous 
account,  4022,  4023,  begins  with  December  22.  This  account  seems 
to  have  a  good  many  items  on  which  ciphers  are  carried  out  to  indi- 
cate no  charge.  I  wish  you  would  examine  it  and  tell  us,  first,  if  it 
is  an  account  rendered  to  this  association,  and  if  so,  how  it  fits  onto 
the  account  the  first  item  in  which  is  dated  December  22.  They  are 
nearly  dupUcates,  but  this  account  begins  at  an  earlier  date. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  which  account  are  you  now  referring? 

Senator  Reed.  This  account  is  4072-4074;  but  I  am  also  calling 
his  attention  to  4022,  4023,  which  covers  a  part  of  this  same  period  of 
time.  I  think,  when  I  come  to  consider  it,  that  perhaps  tne  dates 
there  against  which  ciphers  are  carried  out  in  the  column  of  figures, 
showing  no  charge,  are  all  for  the  time  that  you  were  in  Baltimore. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  I  believe  I  was  sick  at  home  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  an  account  you  rendered? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).   les,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Apparently  it  is  partially  a  duplicate  of  the  preced- 
ing account,  covermg  the  same  time  and  substantially  the  same 
charges 

No.  4075  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr  Boudinot  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  encloses  treasurer's  check  for  $150,  balance  of 
salary  for  January,  1911. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  following  letters  are  personal  and 
unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4076  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  4077,  4078  is  omitted  as  personal. 

No.  4079  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (aiter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  reads,  in  part,  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  Both  your  brief  notes  of  January  28th  have  been  received 
and  carefully  read.  As  you  suggested  in  your  note,  I  have  at  all  times  consulted  with 
Mr.  Emery  in  anything  official  in  the  line  of  my  duties,  and  I  think  that  he  and  I 
thoroughly  understand  each  other  at  all  times  concerning  the  Washington  work.  Of 
course,  if  I  were  lea\4nj!f  the  city  to  do  any  work  for  any  leading  memoers  of  the  Re- 
publican organization  I  should  consult  Mr.  Emery  first  and  then  ^rite  you,  so  that 
5iere  could  be  no  mistake  made  along  these  lines. 

Mr.  Emery  leaves  to-day  for  the  West,  so  1  feel  it  will  be  impossible  for  me  to  get 
away  from  here  for  a  long  time,  for  the  Moon  bill  and  several  bthor  important  measures 
are  on  the  House  and  Senate  Calendars  and  will  need  a  good  deal  of  watching. 

I  have  the  srreatest  confidence  that  we  will  be  completely  successful  at  this  session, 
and  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation. 

Everything  looks  very  bright  at  the  present  time. 

Is  Xo.  4080  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Ilanch? 
Mr.  MuLiiALL  (alter  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  only  part  of  it  that  is  pertinent  to  this  inquiry 
is  this: 

Yoiu*  letter  of  the  20th  acknowledging  receipt  of  the  documents  I  sent  you  has 
also  been  received,  and  I  wish  to  sincerely  thank  you  for  your  prompt  answer.  We 
have  splendid  facilities  at  the  present  time  for  securing  any  documents  issued  by  the 
Government,  and  it  will  afford  me  sreat  ])leaaure  at  any  time  to  send  anything  along 
this  line  to  you.  I  have  been  sending  to  you  the  Tongressional  Record  and  other 
documents,  and  if  you  wiph  me  to  continue  sending  them  1  shall  do  so.  I  believe 
that  it  will  be  a  source  of  information  to  vou. 
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Is  No.  4081  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parry  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  extract  from  it: 

Allow  me  to  thank  you  for  the  books  you  sent  me  from  Washington.  They  contain 
information  that  I  have  often  thought  over  but  knew  nothing. 

I  might  say  there  is  a  good  chance  for  the  Government  to  secure  my  services,  as  I 
am  not  doing  anything.  Don't  you  think  they  had  better  get  busy  or  they  will 
loee  out? 

No.  4082  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ludwig  Nissen  to  you. 
Mr.  MtTLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Seed.  He  says: 

I  shall  be  glad  at  all  times  to  have  you  think  of  me  in  connection  with  any  publi- 
cations by  the  different  departments  of  the  Government  when  they  are  of  interest  to  a 
public-spirited  citizen. 

No.  4083  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after    examination).  Yes,  sir;  it  is. 

Senator  Reed.  It  incloses  a  check  for  $105.40,  covering  an  expense 
account.     That  is  where  you  finally  got  your  money. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  covers  the  account,  4072,  4074,  apparently. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes.  Had  you  in  the  meantime  met  these  people 
and  explained  about  the  account  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  met  Mr.  Bird  in  his  oflGice^  and  I 
forget  who  else  was  in  his  office  at  the  time,  and  the  explanation  was 
satisfactory.  As  I  said,  I  told  Mr.  Bird  I  was  ready  and  willing  to 
go  over  to  Paterson  to  bring  those  gentlemen  over,  and  he  did  not 
want  that  done. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  that  account  we 
have  just  been  over  on  its  face  does  not  appear  to  relate  to  that  New 
Jersey  district  for  which  this  check  was  sent. 

The  Chairman.  I  think  there  is  a  subsequent  letter  here  that  will 
clear  that  up.  Here  is  a  letter.  No.  4090,  from  Mr.  Mulhall  to  Mr. 
Bird,  which  says: 

I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  this  matter  closed  up  and  hope  to  hear  from  you 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  when  Mr.  Stillman  and  yourself  can  receive  me. 

That  is  addressed  to  Mr.^J.  P.  Bird. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  check  did  not  cover  that  accoimt. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4084  is  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  It  reads: 

Please  let  ub  know  the  status  of  pending  hills  to  establish  a  court  of  patent  appeals. 
Also  the  names  of  the  members  of  the  committee  having  the  matter  in  charge. 

4085-4088  is  in  the  print,  said  to  be  an  envelope  addressed  to 
*^Mayor^s  office,  Baltimore,'^  but  I  have  the  original,  and  I  find  that 
No.  4085  is  a  communication  to  the  editor  of  the  Baltimore  News, 
which  has  been  omitted  in  the  print,  and,  I  think,  omitted  because  it 
was  considered  wholly  unimportant.  I  do  not  see  any  use  in  reading 
it  to  the  committee. 

No.  4089  appears  to  be  a  personal  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  personal,  and  it  does  not  amount  to 
anything. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says  at  the  bottom: 

^'Copies  mailed  to"  and  then  gives  the  names. 

Senator  Nelson.  It  gives  a  number  of  names. 
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Mr.  MxjLHALL.  Can  I  see  those  names  ? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes,  sir. 

(No.  4089  was  examined  by  the  witness.) 

Senator  Nelson.  No.  4090  is  in  regard  to  the  New  Jersey  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4090  is  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  letter: 

Your  favor  of  the  Slat  has  been  received.    Thanks  for  the  same. 

I  am  extremely  anxious  to  have  this  matter  cloeed  up  and  hope  to  hear  from  you 
at  the  earliest  possible  moment  when  Mr.  Stillman  and  yoiurself  can  receive  me. 
There  are  many  reasons  why  I  should  like  this  done  as  soon  as  you  can  possibly  give 
me  the  time,  and  so,  hoping  to  hear  from  you  at  the  earliest  possible  moment  on 
this  subject,  believe  me  to  be,  etc. 

Then  jou  were  mistaken  awhile  ago  when  you  said  a  certain 
amount  mclosed  in  No.  4083  was  in  settlement  of  this  disputed  item  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  in  settlement  of  that  little  account  I 
recognized.  I  think  this  account  this  letter  has  reference  to  was 
before  me  last  Friday. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  and  it  is  still  an  open  matter  so  far  as  this 
correspondence  goes  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wanted  to  make  it  clear  that  we  have  not  gotten 
to  the  conclusion  of  it. 

Is  4091,  4092  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter.)  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  much  of  the  letter  referred  to : 

Mt  Dear  Bird:  For  the  past  forty-eight  hours  we  have  been  extremely  busy  over 
here.  Several  important  measures  have  been  before  the  House  and  Senate.  The 
tariff  con»rai?8ion  oill  passed  the  House  by  a  large  majority,  and  the  President  is 
doing  all  he  possibly  can  to  get  it  through  the  Senate,  but  from  the  best  information 
I  can  get  from  the  Senate  side  this  bill  will  not  pass.  Many  leading  Democrats  claim 
they  will  filibuster  against  the  bill  before  they  will  let  it  go  through,  and  I  am  positive, 
as  I  wrote  you  before,  that  this  bill  will  not  become  a  law  at  this  session. 

I  was  engaged  until  midnight  last  night  here  on  different  measures,  and  I  know 
you  can  see  by  the  dispatch  m>m  Washington  this  morning  that  the  ocean  mail  sub- 
sidy  bill  passed  the  Senate  on  a  tie  yesterday,  the  Vice  President's  vote  saving  the 
measure  before  the  Senate. 

I  have  done  everything  possible  to  help  the  bill,  along  all  this  week  and  intend  to 
work  for  the  balance  of  this  week  and  next  to  do  all  we  can  to  get  it  through  the  House, 
but  the  Democrats  of  the  House  side  of  Congress  are  lined  up  almost  solidly  against  it, 
and  besides  that  there  is  a  lot  of  the  leading  Republican  Members  of  the  House  who 
will  not  vote  for  it,  and  there  is  very  little  cnance  of  it  becoming  a  law,  and  from  the 
best  information  I  can  get  on  the  House  side  I  am  positive  that  this  will  not  pass. 

I  have  made  a  large  canvass  on  the  House  and  Senate  side,  both,  to  have  them  cut 
out  of  the  naval  appropriation  bill  the  Hughes  amendment.  If  we  succeed,  this  will 
make  it  possible  to  have  outside  contractors  contract  for  building  naval  vessels,  as 
they  did  oefore,  without  considering  the  eight-hour  law. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Meyer  upon  this  subject  and 
gave  him  a  list  of  names  of  Congressmen  who  I  thought  were  working  strongly  against 
this  bill.  In  addition  to  this  I  have  sent  out  to  all  of  the  large  shipbuilding  concerns 
in  Jersey  and  New  York  letters  upon  this  subject,  and  I  am  also  sending  out  a  larjge 
number  of  letters  to  the  prominent  manufacturers  in  the  sixth  New  Jersey  district 
(William  Hughes's).  I  am  doing  all  I  can  to  keep  the  manufacturers  in  Hughes's 
district  thoroughly  posted  upon  his  work  at  this  session  of  Congress. 

We  have  been  completely  successful  up  to  date  in  blocking  any  injunction  measures, 
and  yesterday  on  the  House  side  there  was  very  little  progress  made  upon  the  Moon 
bill,  and  for  Ihe  balance  of  the  session  I  feel  that  this  bill  will  be  blocked,  thereby 
stopping  all  chance  of  the  labor  lobby  being  successful  on  any  injunction  measure  for 
the  next  four  weeks. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  refer  here  to  the  labor  lobby.     Who  were 
the  labor  lobby  at  that  time  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  We  always  considered  Mr.  Gompers,  Mr.  Morrison, 
and  the  executive  board  of  that  organization  the  laoor  lobby,  and  they 
frequently  had  other  assistants  around  here. 

senator  Nelson.  Were  they  busy? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  always  found  them  busy.  I  never  found  them 
otherwise.     When  they  were  over  here  they  were  generally  busy. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  ran  up  against  them  in  your  work,  did 
you  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  frequently  met  them  around  the  Capitol  build- 
ing; yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4093  is  a  duplicate  of  4085-4088. 

No.  4094  is  a  letter  addressed  *'Dear  Colonel." 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  nothing  of  importance  in  it.  It  refers 
to  getting  documents. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).     I  think  it  is  a  copy. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  he  would  be  pleased  to  receive  the  regular 
publications,  and  thanks  you. 

No.  4095  is  omitted  as  personal.  All  those  that  were  omitted 
were  omitted  because  they  were  personal. 

No.  4096  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes;  that  is  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Reed.  This  reads : 

I  am  in  receipt  of  a  package  containing  certain  public  documentSy  for  which  I  am 
no  doubt  indebted  to  your  courteey. 

Is  No.  4097  another  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  reads  as  follows: 

If  you  can  get  any  sort  of  a  list  of  the  Members  elect  of  the  62nd  Conffress,  I  wish 
you  would  send  it  to  Mr.  Harry  W.  Griffin,  secretary  and  treasurer  Taylor,  Stiles  & 
Company,  Riegelsville,  N.  J. 

A  couple  of  years  ago  we  issued  a  list  of  the  61st  Congress  with  a  request  to  our  mem- 
bers to  retain  it  for  future  use.  We  had  not  thought  of  issuing  one  lor  the  62nd  Con- 
gress, but  I  would  like  to  send  our  friends  something. 

Please  advise  them  that  you  are  sending  the  list  at  our  request  so  as  to  couple  up 
the  two  letters. 

No.  4098  seems  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  to  Hon.  J.  J. 

Gardner,  House  of  Representatives,  and  signed,  ** ,  President." 

Do  vou  know  how  you  came  into  possession  of  that?  It  is  also 
marked  at  the  bottom,  *'Copy  to  New  York  and  Mr.  Emery." 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  This  was  a  copy  of  a  letter 
that  Mr.  John  Kirby  sent  to  Mr.  Gardner  because  Mr.  Gardner's  frank 
was  on  those  documents,  and  later  on  he  corrected  the  mistake  and 
wrote  to  me,  and  he  sent  me  a  copy  of  the  letter  he  sent  to  Mr.  Gardner. 

Senator  Reed.  This  letter  simply  says: 

I  wiflh  to  express  my  hearty  appreciation  and  thanks  for  a  beautifully  bound  copy  of 
Memorial  Addresses  on  Abraham  Lincoln^  James  A.  Garfield,  and  William  McKinley, 
received  by  me  to-day  and  bearing  your  imprint  on  the  wrapper. 

Is  No.  4099  a  letter  from  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Ck).  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  This  simply  says : 

Am  in  receipt  of  the  book  on  reciprocity  which  you  so  kindly  forwarded  to  me,  for 
which  please  accept  thanks. 

Is  No.  4100  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Enos  Paullin  to  you  1 
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Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  He  acknowledges  receipt  of  a  copy  of  the  Canadian 
reciprocity  bill,  and  asks  for  a  copy  of  the  national  forestry-reserve 
biU. 

No.  4101  is  omitted,  it  being  personal. 

4102,  4103  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird.  Is 
that  correct  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows: 

No  doubt  you  have  been  gettii:^  inside  information  from  Mr.  Emery  in  relation  to 
matters  over  here,  but  as  Mr.  Emery  is  out  of  town  to-day  and  things  are  occurring 
here  most  every  minute,  I  thought  I  would  write  a  brief  report  concerning  matters  in 
Washington  at  the  present  time. 

Nearly  all  the  danger  of  anv  labor  le^lation  is  over  at  this  session  of  CongreaB. 
Last  week  in  the  Senate  the  bill  on  revision  of  laws  passed  the  Senate,  and  an  amend- 
ment offered  to  the  bill,  at  the  request  of  the  labor  unions,  the  Wilson  injunction  bill, 
was  badly  beaten  upon  the  floor  of  the  Senate,  so  this  will  eliminate  all  injunction 
measures  on  the  Senate  side  at  this  session.  • 

All  through  this  session  on  each  calendar  Wednesday,  the  Moon  bill  on  the  revision 
of  laws  had  the  right  of  wav  upon  the  House  side.  We  have  done  everything  we 
possibly  could  to  block  this  bill,  and  on  Wednesday,  the  8th  instant,  we  almost  com* 
pletely  succeeded  in  keeping  it  off  the  floor,  and  yesterday,  Wednesday,  the  15th, 
this  bill  was  completely  blocked,  they  only  reading  two  paces  of  the  bill,  and  that 
taking  almost  the  entire  day.  This  bill  for  the  balance  of  me  session  will  not  have 
the  right  of  way  on  the  floor  of  the  House,  and  it  completely  sidetracks  it  for  this 
session.  The  labor  unions  offered  about  sixty  amendments  to  this  bill,  among  them 
the  Pearre  injunction  bill  and  the  Wilson  injunction  bill,  so  this  bill  being  beaten  on 
the  floor  yesterday  will  kill  all  other  amendments  on  the  revision  of  laws  and  stop 
all  injunction  bills  on  both  House  and  Senate  side  at  this  session. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  yesterday, 
and  he  informs  me  that  that  committee  will  not  have  another  meeting  at  this  session, 
so  there  will  be  nothing  coming  from  that  committee  between  now  and  the  4th  of 
March.  We  are  also  positive  that  nothing  will  come  out  of  either  the  House  or  Senate 
Judiciary  Committees. 

I  have  been  doing  all  I  possibly  could,  as  I  wrote  you  before,  to  strike  out  the 
Hughes  amendment  in  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  and  that  bill  will  be  upon  the 
floor  of  the  House  for  the  next  couple  of  days,  and  I  feel  positive  we  wiU  meet  with 
success. 

There  will  be  some  little  danger  when  the  sundry  civil  service  bill  comes  up,  which 
will  have  the  floor  some  day  next  week.  Hughes  and  several  other  labor  agitators  will 
offer  several  amendments,  amending  the  Sherman  law,  and  offering  as  a  rider  an 
eight-hour  bill,  but  they  have  very  little  hope  of  any  success,  and  they  show  it  by 
the  fight  they  are  making,  for  there  is  very  little  enthusiasm  in  their  ranks  at  the 
present  time. 

There  are  several  other  good  things  that  have  occurred  over  here  lately,  which  I 
hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  fully  reporting  in  the  early  future. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall;  in  this  letter,  in  the  paragraph  just 
read  by  Senator  Reed,  you  state: 

Hughes  and  several  other  labor  agitators  will  offer  several  amendments,  amending 
the  Sherman  law,  and  offering  as  a  rider  an  eight-hour  bill,  but  they  have  very  littler 
hope  of  any  success,  etc. 

To  whom  do  you  refer  when  you  use  the  words  "several  other 
labor  agitators  " ) 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  Nichols,  Mr.  Wilson,  Mr.  Hughes,  and  Mr. 
Kendall,  I  believe,  were  stajrin^  with  them  at  that  time,  and  it  was 
Mr.  Kendall  we  were  watchmg  in  relation  to  making  a  speecn  about 
a  rider  on  the  sundrv  civil  service  bill,  which  he  made. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  rider  was  that;  what  was  the  nature  of  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  a  general  eight-hour  bill. 

Senator  Nelson.  An  eight-hour  bill  ? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4104  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinott 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  You  state  that  you  have  sent  documents  and  lists, 
etc. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  sent  flower  seeds  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes;  it  reads: 

I  also  sent  to  you  and  Mr.  Bird  a  laige  quantity  of  flower  seeds.  I  merely  mention 
this  fact  to  find  out  if  you  have  received  them,  for  frequ^itly  seeds  and  things  of  that 
kind  are  sidetracked  before  they  leave  the  Capital.  On  Monday  of  last  week  I  also 
sent  to  you  a  large  book  issued  bv  the  State  DepartmenLgivin^  the  memorial  speeches 
in  the  Senate  on  Lincoln,  Garfield,  and  McKinley.  This  was  a  nicely  bound  book, 
and  there  has  been  a  great  demand  for  it  sinc3  it  has  been  ^ven  out,  so  I  sent  them, 
thinking  that  you  mi^t  like  to  have  them  in  vour  home  hbraries.  I  would  like  to 
know  if  you  have  received  thoee^  for  things  fnuiKed  out  sometimes  eo  astcay. 

As  I  wrote  you  before,  we  are  in  first-clasb  shaps  to  send  out  any  documents  on  short 
notice,  and  would  be  greatly  pleased  to  send  to  any  of  the  members  you  wish  any 
documents  they  require. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  take  an  informal  recess  for  a  few  minutes, 
as  it  is  necessary  for  the  members  of  the  committee  to  go  upon  the 
floor  of  the  Senate. 

(At  12.05  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  retired.) 

At  12.20  o'clock  p.  m.  the  committee  resumed  its  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4105  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to 
Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

Last  week  I  sent  to  your  Dayton  address  a  large  bound  volume  of  the  speeches 
made  in  the  U.  S.  Senate  in  eulogy  of  Presidents  Lincoln,  Garfield,  and  Mcfanley. 
I  sent  them,  believing  it  would  make  a  very  valuable  addition  to  your  library. 

I  have  also  sent  you  a  number  of  bound  volumes  of  the  Journals  of  the  Continental 
Congress.  I  have  been  informed  that  this  set  is  a  very  valuable  addition  to  any 
gentleman's  library  as  a  work  of  reference. 

The  Chairman.  Have  we  not  got  enough  of  that?    He  sent  them    ^' 
broadcast. 
Senator  Reed.  Further  down  in  the  letter  it  says: 

All  danger  of  labor  legislation  is  now  passed,  and  as  I  wrote  you  on  many  occasions 
months  ago  we  have  been  completely  successful  at  this  session.  There  is  a  ^ood  deal 
of  talk  at  the  present  time  of  an  extra  session  of  Congress.  From  all  indications  I  feel 
positive  that  tne  President  will  be  forced  to  call  one.  I  feel  this  would  be  unfortunate 
for  us  at  the  present  time,  for  1  believe  we  would  fare  better  if  we  had  a  few  months 
more  to  negotiate  and  do  diplomatic  work  with  our  Democratic  friends. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  next  letter  is  of  no  account. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  next  one,  also. 

Senator  Rbbd.  I  want  to  identify  the  letters,  though.  Is  No.  4106 
a  letter  to  Kirby  from  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  personal. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4107  a  letter  from  you  to  O'Neill  &  Co.,  which 
is  personal  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4108-4109  a  copy  of  a  bill  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Evidently  that  does  not  include  the  New  Jersey 
matter,  because  these  are  just  driblets. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

4110,  4111  is  a  duplicate  of  4108, 4109. 

Is  4112  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  George  T.  Coppinsf 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  a  personal  letter. 

Senator  Seed.  It  is  a  personal  letter.    Perhaps  it  ought  to  be 
stricken  out. 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  ought  to  be  stricken  out. 

The  Chairman.  The  clerk  wfll  have  it  stricken  out  from  the  print. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4113  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Ellsworth  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  recommending  a  man  to  office? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  unimportant. 

Is  No.  4114  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  yourself? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4115  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to 
yourself  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that: 

First,  let  me  say  that  Mr.  Emery  told  me,  on  Friday  la«t,  of  the  condition  of  Mrs. 
Mulhall,  and  I  was  greatly  pleased  to  hear  of  the  prospects  for  her  ultimate  recovery. 

Now,  with  respect  to  the  books  that  you  mention  as  havii^  -sent  last  w%eik.  I 
received  the  elegant  volume  of  the  speeches  on  Lincoln,  Garneld,  and  McKinley, 
and  as  the  wrapper  bore  the  frank  of  the  Hon.  J.  J.  Gardner,  I  acknowledged  its 
receipt  to  him  as  per  the  enclosed  copy.  I  confess  now  that  I  should  have  known 
better,  but  having  a  large  budget  of  correspondence  before  me  I  thoughtlessly  assumed 
Uiat  Gurdner  had  taken  a  notion  in  his  head  to  send  the  book  to  me  and  on  the  spur  of 
the  moment  wrote  him  my  thanks,  etc.  Next  time  1  receive  anything  of  the  kind  I 
will  try  to  bear  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  "frank  "  is  no  indication  of  the  real  sender. 
Now,  let  me  express  my  thanks  to  whom  they  are  due.  The  volume  id  a  most  valuable 
one  and  I  appreciate  the  possession  of  it  most  heartily.  Is  it  asking  too  much  to  request 
that  a  copy  be  sent  to  Judge  Speer,  to  whom  I  spoke  of  it  yesterday,  and  he  expressed 
a  strong  desire  to  possess  one?  If  you  can,  without  placing  yourself  under  obligation 
to  anyone,  send  him  one;  I  shall  doubly  appreciate  it.  His  address  is  Hon.  Wm.  H. 
Speer,  43  Emory  Street,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  As  to  the  other  books  whicn  you  say  you 
sent  me,  I  never  received  them.  If  you  would  drop  me  a  line  when^you  send  me  any- 
thing of  this  kind,  you  may  be  sure  I  will  advise  you  of  its  receipt  or  nonreceipt  as 
the  case  may  be. 

I  hone  the  present  session  will  end  without  any  harm,  from  our  point  of  view, 
being  aone  to  the  country  through  bad  legislation,  and  will  feel  relieved  when  the 
session  is  over  and  no  special  session  to  be  called.    We  ought  to  have  a  breathing 
,  spell  before  the  next  bunch  of  congressional  legislators  assemble. 

Colonel,  do  ^ou  remember  how  those  books  were  bound  that  jon 
sent  out,  containing  the  speeches  on  Lincoln,  and  so  forth,  which  are 
referred  to  in  these  letters  1 

Senator  Nelson.  There  was  one  volume  published,  Senator  Reed. 
They  were  all  in  one  volume. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  how  that  book  was  bound  that 
you  sent  out  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  it  was  very  nicely  bound.  I  could  not  just 
say  whether  it  was  bound  in  leather  or  paper,  but  it  was  very  nicely 
bound.     It  was  not  paper  bound. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  say  with  reference  to  the  last  statement 
in  the  letter,  about  the  ''next  bunch  of  congressional  legislators/' 
that  I  take  none  of  that  to  myself  personally.  He  must  nave  been 
estimating  the  bunch  that  were  coming  in  by  the  bimch  that  were  here. 

Is  No.  4116  a  letter  from  Mr.  Ellsworth  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  relates  to  getting  the  indorsement  of  Senator 
Hoot  and  Mr.  Vreeland. 

Senator  Nelson.  For  an  office. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4117  is  the  next. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  personal. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  and  is  personal. 

No.  4118  is  a  letter  from  Air.  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuL^ALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  a  postscript  it  says: 

Inclosed  please  find  Treaaury  check  No.  7255,  expenses  per  statement  Feb.  17, 
1911,  for  $96.46. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  to  pay  the  last  bill  that  was  rendered^ 
It  tallies  with  that. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4119  is  what? 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  in  No.  4119  that 
is  worth  reading. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Parry,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALi..  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  is  only  one  sentence  that  I  think  I  will  read: 

I  thank  you  for  vour  frank  and  ready  response  to  help  md  if  in  your  power.  WeU, 
the  fact  is,  I  would  not  turn  down  some  food  appointment  from  the  Government. 
I  would  not  care  so  much  what  it  is  if  it  would  take  me  away  from  the  U.  S.  for  awhile. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  has  already,  in  a  previous  letter,  indicated 
that '^Barkis  is  wiUin\" 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  he  wanted  just  a  foreign  mission,  or  some- 
thing like  that. 

No.  4120  is  a  little  bill,  and  is  unimportant. 

No.  4121  is  another  little  biU,  and  is  unimportant. 

No  4122 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  flower  seeds. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  signed  '^Geo.  S.  B.''     From  whom  is  that! 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  George  S.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4123  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  much  oi  it: 

With  respect  to  the  18  seta  of  books  which  you  say  you  sent  me  last  week,  I  have  not 
received  them  as  yet,  but  will  advise  you  when  they  are  received  by  me. 

As  to  the  books  which  you  say  you  have  sent  in  the  past  to  Judge  Speer,  I  doubt  if 
he  ever  received  them,  or  if  he  did  receive  them,  he  was  probably  unable  to  tell  who 
sent  them.  Otherwise,  I  think  he  would  have  acknowledged  their  receipt,  for  I 
know  he  appreciates  such  books  and  would  encourage  their  coming  along  if  he  knew 
where  they  come  from. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  Kirby,  Jr.,  President. 

Col    M    M.  MULHALL, 

'39S3  Old  York  Road  (Waverly),  Baltimore,  Md. 
p  S  _I  would  like  you  to  secure  f9r  me  a  copy  of  the  Sixteenth  Annual  Report  Of 
the  Department  of  the  U.  S.  Commissioner  of  Labor,  if  you  can  do  so.    It  contams  the 
historyT  statistics.  State  laws,  and  court  decisions  upon  American  strikes.  J.  K. 
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Are  Nos.  4124,  4125,  and  4126  copies  of  statements  of  account  you 
rendered  to  this  association  ?    They  seem  to  be  thi*ee  short  statements. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination) .  Yes, 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4127  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes.   ' 

Senator  Nelson.  Indicating  that  the  seeds  sent  to  Boudinot  had 
not  arrived. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  he  will  renew  the  amount  of  seeds  which 
he  sent — that  he  will  send  him  some  more. 

Is  4128,  4129  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  simply  a  letter  about  getting  Vice  President 
Sherman  to  speak  at  a  meetmg. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4130  a  copy  of  another  letter  you  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says : 

1  put  into  the  mail  yesterdav  the  book  that  Mr.  Kirb}r  requested  me  to  send  to 
Judge  Speer — the  Lincoln,  Garneld,  and  McKinley  memorial  addresses. 

.  Is  No.  4131  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  ilr.  Bird? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

You  will  f)lease  find  inclosed  a  copy  of  the  letter  I  am  to-day  sending  to  President 
Kirby  in  this  mail.  It  will  in  a  measure  show  you  what  I  have  been  doing  over 
here  in  the  past  few  days,  in  addition  to  what  1  have  already  written  you.  I  feel 
very  much  elated  over  the  good  work  that  has  been  done  over  here. 

Although  the  Moon  bill  had  passed  last  week,  everj-thing  obnoxious  in  it  to  our 
organization  was  stricken  out.  Besides,  there  were  no  amendments  offered  to  the 
sundry  civil  service  bill,  so  Mr.  Hughes  has  broken  his  record  along  these  lines,  for 
he  did  not  have  nerve  to  offer  any  amendments  to  those  bills. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  one  tiling  in  that. 
Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 
Senator  Nelson.  The  letter  says: 

Please  find  enclosed  the  list  of  the  labor  agitators  in  Congrees. 

Where  is  that  list  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  you  wiU  find  it  among  the  rest  of  the  papers, 
Senator.  There  are  dozens  of  lists  here  that  I  submitted  to  the 
World.     I  do  not  know  what  they  done  with  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  recall  any  of  those  ^4abor  agitators,"  as 
you  call  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  In  Congress  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  designated  all  that  was  elected  that  held 
labor  union  cards,  men  that  had  formerly  belonged  to  labor  unions, 
labor  agitators. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  classed  those  that  were  union  men  as  IsHbor 
agitators  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.     I  do  not  say  altogether  that  I  classed  them. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  your  battle  about  legislation  was  chiefly 
with  them,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Principally  with  those  people;  yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  You  also  battled,  as  I  understand;  with  anybody 
who  stood  for  the  legislation,  or  supported  the  legislation,  that  the 
labor  oi^anizations  wanted  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  simply  took  orders,  Senator,  at  all  times.  I  had 
to  take  orders. 

Senator  Keed.  The  result  of  those  orders  was  that  you  did  battle 
with  those  other  men  as  far  as  you  could  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  I  had  no  initiative  of  my  own  at  all — was 
not  allowed  to  have. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4132  is  another  letter  from  Boudinot  to  you, 
is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  shipments  of  seeds. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  about  seeds  and  books. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next  is  a  McClave  letter,  which  is  in. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4133  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  McClave,  which  is 
already  in,  and  identified  in  the  previous  testimony. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  already  in. 

The  Chairman.  The  next  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  better  identify  it;  it  is  No.  4134. 

Senator  Walsh.  Speer  got  his  book,  all  right. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4134  is  a  letter  from  Speer,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4135  is  another  letter  from  Boudinot,  is  it  not? 

]Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this: 

Enclosed  pleaae  find  treasury  check  No.  7278  for  $55.81,  expenses  to  February  28. 

I  am  senaing  you  under  separate  cover  by  this  mail  a  paa  of  blank  forms  adopted 
for  expense  accounts.     Kindly  use  these  forms  hereafter. 

Please  do  not  forget  to  send  us  a  duplicate  of  your  expense  account  to  September  6, 
1910,  amounting  to  $659.55. 

No.  4136  is  a  letter  from  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

The  Chaikman.  It  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant. 

No.  4137  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Bird,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  unimportant. 

No.  4138  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (aftej*  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  wUl  read  this: 

Yours  of  March  2  was  received  with  expense  check,  and  many  thanks  for  your 
prompt  attention  to  the  matter.  I  also  received  the  pad  of  blank  forms  adopted  for 
expense  accounts,  and  will  do  as  you  say  and  use  them  hereafter.  Up  to  the  present 
time  I  have  not  received  any  advance  money,  as  Mr.  Bird  stated  ne  would  send; 
therefore,  on  receipt  of  this  letter  I  would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  will  kindly  mail  me 
$150  for  expenses. 

I  expect  to  leave  here  next  week  on  a  mission  for  two  very  important  friends  of  ours 
in  Congress,  and  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  stopping  off  in  New  York  to  see  you  and 
Mr.  Bird  the  early  part  of  this  coming  week. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  No.  4138.     You 

say: 

I  expect  to  leave  here  next  week  on  a  mission  for  two  very  important  friends  of  ours 
in  Congress. 
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Who  were  those  '* important  friends"  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  was  talking  about  the  mission  that  I  was 
sent  down  to  Maine  on,  Senator.  If  it  was  those  two  gentlemen,  it 
was  the  Vice  President  and  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Those  are  the  two  men  to  whom  you  referred  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  If  I  was  going  to  Maine.  I  am  not  sure,  but  I 
believe  the  correspondence  will  snow. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  McDermott  of  Maine? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  McDermott  of  Illinois — the  fourth  Illinois 
district.     Whoever  requested  me  to  go 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  you  going  to  visit  the  editor  of  the  Plun- 
derer ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  never  went  to  Maine  that  I  did  not  visit  the  gen- 
tleman.    I  found  him  a  very  agreeable  companion. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4139  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.'  It  say$: 

I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  2d  instant,  in  relation  to  flower  seeds  and  books. 
I  shall  see  that  the  seeds  are  sent  you  at  once,  but  the  books  you  will  have  to  wait 
for  for  some  time,  for  I  do  not  wish  to  send  them  in  paper  covers,  so  we  will  have 
to  wait  until  they  are  bound  before  I  will  be  able  to  send  them.  The  letter  you 
mailed  to  Mr.  Emery  last  week  for  information  concerning  the  Court  of  Patent  Appeals 
was  turned  over  to  me  on  Friday  by  Mr.  Emery's  clerk,  and  Mr.  Emery  left  here  on 
Saturday  and  I  particularly  requested  him  to  give  you  this  information  when  he  saw 
you  in  New  York,  which  he  said  he  would  do.  So  one  of  the  requests  made  therein 
as  to  who  the  committee  was  I  know  was  not  sent  to  you,  so  ^rou  will  please  find  the 
names  of  the  gentlemen  comprising  the  subcommittee.  It  is  marked  ''Committee 
No.  2  "  on  the  slip  inclosed. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  is  nothing  in  the  next  para^aph. 

Senator  Nelson.  Congress  had  adjourned  at  that  tune. 

The  Chairman.  You  speak  of  his  having  to  wait  for  the  books. 
You  say  that  you  do  not  wish  to  send  them  in  paper  covers.  How 
did  you  get  them  bound  ? 

Afr.  Mulhall.  I  think  there  is  a  witness  that  will  follow  me. 
Senator,  who  will  explain  that  fully.  The  binding  was  generally 
done  through  McMichael  and  McDermott;  principally  through  tiiose 
two. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4140,  4141  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Ye8« 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mt  Dear  Mac:  I  came  over  hei^  this  morning  at  the  express  invitation  of  one  of 
our  congressional  friends  from  Marvland.  I  did  not  know  I  was  coming  until  I 
received  a  phone  message  from  him  last  evening. 

When  I  called  at  our  office  this  morning,  I  was  a  little  bit  surprised  on  meeting 
Mr.  Emery  to  hear  that  he  was  quite  disappointed  because  his  bulbs  had  not  reached 
him  yet.  I  have  been  promising  them  to  him  for  about  six  weeks,  principally  on 
account  of  yoiur  stating  to  me  every  time  I  met  you  that  they  would  be  in  tne  mails 
next  day. 

I  have  not  heard  from  Mr.  Kirby  in  relation  to  those  books  that  were  put  in  the 
mail.  It  seems  to  me  there  is  something  very  mysterious  about  those  books,  and  it 
would  be  a  great  relief  to  my  mind  if  I  could  feel  positive  that  they  had  reached  their 
destination. 

Another  thin^  I  suppose  you  have  forgotten  is  those  1,000  franks  that  were  promised. 
I  have  been  waiting  for  some  time  to  send  those  to  the  New  York  office,  but  up  to  the 
present  time  they  have  not  reached  my  home,  where  you  agreed  to  send  them. 
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I  have  been  in  daily  touch  with  the  Mends  we  have  talked  about  over  in  Baltimore 
and  I  am  positive  that  if  you  will  get  a  line  on  who  the  Doorkeeper  will  be  to  a  reason- 
able  certainty,  I  can  do  a  lot  of  work  for  him,  which  will  make  you  perfectly  solid  in 
^Lat  direction. 

Now,  old  man,  get  your  coat  off  and  do  a  little  hustling^  and  let  me  know  when  you 
answer  this  if  you  have  taken  my  advice  on  home  affairs,  for  I  am  about  as  much 
interested  in  you  as  if  it  was  my  own  kid,  for  you  are  only  a  kid  anyhow,  comparing 
yourself  with  me,  as  far  as  years  are  concerned.  So,  excuse  me  if  I  take  too  much  or 
a  fatherly  interest. 

I  will  be  glad  to  come  and  see  you  any  time,  and  I  will  be  very  glad  to  have  you 
call  and  see  me  any  time. 

So,  closing  with  very  best  wishes,  and  hoping  that  you  will  straighten  this  matter 
up  for  me,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever. 
Sincerely  yours., 

Senator  Nelson.  The  doorkeeper  you  referred  to  was  the  door- 
keeper of  the  new  House,  was  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  it  was,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  Democrat  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  you  wanted  to  get  a  line  on  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  for  McMichael  wanted  to  keep  his  position  on 
the  floor,  and  we  were  very  anxious  to  hold  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  And  your  method  was  to  find  out  who  was  going 
to  win  and  then  back  that  man  and  make  him  think  you  had  done 
something  for  him  and  try  to  hold  McMichael  in  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Certainly;  that  was  politics. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  parliamentary. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  one  kind  of  pohtics. 

No.  4142  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Mr.  McMichael,  is  it  not,  written 
in  his  own  handwriting  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  letter  numbered  ? 

The  Chaibman.  Yes;  it  is  numbered  4142. 

Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mt  Dear  Col.  :  No  doubt  the  Botanic  Gardens  have  a  number  of  orders  for  bulbs 
and  plants,  and  Mr.  Emery's  has  not  been  reached  as  yet.  However,  I  will  go  there 
myself  this  day  and  try  and  get  them  myself,  also  deliver  them  to  his  home. 

In  regard  to  books  for  John  Kirby,  jr.,  you  can  look  for  a  letter  from  me  to-morrow. 
I  will  call  on  the  postmaster  and  find  out  just  what  has  been  foimd  out. 

Sent  you  franks  last  evening.  I  have  been  hustling  every  day  with  Members  here, 
but  no  one  knows  just  who  will  be  Doorkeeper.    Will  phone  if  1  hear  any  news. 

Will  take  home  affairs  up  with  you  when  I  come  to  Baltimore;  have  had  a  long 
talk  with  her.  Your  advice  is  always  welcome  and  I  am  pleased  some  one  has  an  inter- 
est in  me. 

With  kind  regards,  and  trusting  your  wife  is  better,  I  am, 
Respectfully, 

I.  H.  McMichael, 
2£23  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

No.  4143  appears  to  be  a  portion  of  a  letter.  Who  wrote  that 
letter  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MxiLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  That  is  in  the  handwriting 
of  Mr.  McMichael,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  is  the  balance  of  the  letter  ?  There  seems 
to  be  something  omitted. 

Senator  Reed.  All  I  can  say  is  that  this  is  all  that  was  found  to 
print.  There  are  a  lot  of  fragments  at  the  end  of  this  book  of  letters, 
or  near  the  end  of  it,  and  some  of  them  may  fit  on  here.  I  do  not 
know.     I  have  not  read  these  letters. 
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I  read  the  following  from  No.  4143: 

Friend  Col.:  The  order  for  Mr,  Emery's  plants  and  bulbs  will  be  filled  within  a 
few  days 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  importance 
in  that  letter  except  the  last  paragraph. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  the  letter  ought  to  be  read. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well;  I  will  read  from  the  letter  as  follows: 

I  also  sent  a  request  to  Dept.  of  Agriculture  for  a  nice  palm  and  rubber  plant  for 
him,  as  you  understand  it  will  require  a  few  days  before  these  plants  can  be  delivered, 
yet  you  can  assure  him  they  will  come  to  him  within  a  few  days. 

The  postmaster  has  his  men  looking  for  the  bag  of  books  for  Mr.  John  Kirby ,  jr. ,  and 
just  as  soon  as  I  hear  from  them  I  wul  send  you  the  message  I  get  from  them.  Have 
you  heard  anything  from  Jno.  Kirby,  jr.,  since  we  last  met?  There  is  no  chance  of  the 
Di^  being  lost,  for  on  the  inside  there  was  a  paper  with  his  name  and  address.  (John 
Kirby,  jr.,  Dayton,  Ohio.) 

I  am  coming  oyer  to  Baltimore  Saturday  morning;  will  call  you  on  phone.  Let 
me  know  if  you  will  be  in  city  said  date;  if  not  I  will  come  later,  whenever  you  have 
time. 

The  best  information  I  can  get  on  Doorkeeper  is  that  Joe  Sinnott  from  Vireinia  will 
get  place.  He  is  one  of  the  Democratic  employees,  and  Mr.  Tolbert  knows  him  well, 
yet  do  not  count  on  this,  as  they  may  have  a 

There  the  letter  breaks  oflf.  There  is  not  much  doubt  about  that 
being  from  Mr.  McMichael;  is  there  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4144  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Beed.  That  letter  reads  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mac.  :  I  have  been  in  Buffalo  several  days  and  just  got  back  here  this  morn- 
ing. I  was  sorry  that  I  did  not  telegraph  you  last  night,  for  I  was  very  anxious  to  see 
you  here  to-day.  When  you  get  this  letter  to-morrow  morning,  couldn ' t  you  come  over 
to  Baltimore  at  once,  or  phone  me  if  you  can  come.  I  will  remain  home  all  to-morrow 
forenoon  waiting  to  hear  from  you. 

I  had  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby,  dated  March  3d,  stating  positively  that  those  books 
did  not  go  to  Dayton  post  office,  and  the  postmaster  at  Dayton  advises  me  that  he  had 
receivecT  no  inquiry  from  Washington  about  the  books.  Of  course  this  leaves  me  in 
very  bad  shape  with  Mr.  Kirby,  for  he  will  begin  to  believe  now  that  there  were  no 
books  sent  to  him.  If  you  have  received  any  communication  from  your  inquiries  at 
the  post  office,  please  bring  them  along,  if  you  come  to  see  me  to-morrow,  for  I  am  wor- 
ried about  this  affair. 

I  came  over  here  to-day  with  one  of  our  friends  and  will  leave  about  3  o'clock  this 
afternoon  for  Baltimore  again,  so  I  want  you  to  answer  just  the  moment  you  get  this 
letter  and  see  if  we  can  not  arrange  to  get  this  matter  straightened  up  in  some  way. 

I  am  glad  to  hear  that  you  are  bringing  your  home  affairs  around  all  right. 

Is  4145,  4146  a  copy  of  a  statement  that  you  rendered  to  this 
association  ? 

Mr.  MiiLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4147  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
A.  S.  Goldsborough,  secretary  to  tne  mayor  of  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  MuuTALL  (after  exammation).  Yes.     That  is  a  local  matter. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4148  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to  Barry  Mahool? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination;.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4149  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr. 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Regarding  money  sent. 

No.  4150  is  a  receipt.     What  is  that? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  a  receipt  that  is  spoken  of  in  another  letter. 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  acknowledging  a  check  that  I  sent  to  that 
city  campaign. 

Senator  Reed.  The  city  campaign  in  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4151  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Goldsborough  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  of  no  importance.  Is  No.  4162  a  letter  to 
yoxi  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter: 

Do  not  sacrifice  any  time  coming  to  New  York  in  view  of  the  matters  you  have  in 
handy  for  I  have  nothing  here  but  what  can  be  discussed  by  correspondence  if  necessary. 

No.  4153  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  a  fragment  of  no  consequence  at  all. 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  called  the  witness's  attention  to 
No.  4154 » 

Senator  Reed.  I  am  coming  to  that  now.  I  am  looking  this  other 
through.     The  Boudinot  letter  is  merely  about  financial  matters. 

Is  No.  4164  a  portion  of  a  letter  that  you  received;  and  it  so,  from 
whom? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  from  Mr.  McMichael. 
I  think  it  is  the  full  note. 

Senator  Nelson.  To  what  does  he  refer  there  by  the  expression 
"no  meetings,  only  steel''  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  quite  catch  that  last  word. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  letter  to  you: 

Fbieni>  Colonel.  Was  away  for  one  day  on  a  gunning  trip  in  Md.  Received  your 
letter  on  my  return.  There  has  been  nothing  new  here,  only  the  labor  meeting  in  Ga. 
passed  a  resolution  to  increase  the  fund  for  McNamara  brothers'  case. 

Have  been  at  Capitol  every  day.     No  meetings,  only  steel. 

I  enclose  information  wanted,  with  list  of  Members  in  city.  Called  up  between 
12  &  1.    You  were  out. 

I  will  meet  you  in    *    *    *. 

Then  the  letter  breaks  off. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  to  what  he  refers  there  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  can  not  recall  what  he  meant. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  the  steel  investigation  in  progress  at  that 
time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  might  be  that,  but  I  know  that  Mr.  McDermott 
was  at  that  time  giving  Mr.  McMichael  complete  information  of 
what 

Senator  Walsh.  You  do  not  know  to  what  that  refers  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No;  I  can  not  recall  what  that  word  ^^ steel''  means. 
Oh,  yes;  I  do  now.  It  was  a  meeting  that  was  held.  They  were 
holdmg  an  investigation,  I  think  in  Senator  Burrows's  room,  and  Mr. 
Emery  was  to  make  an  address  before  that  meeting,  and  I  believe  he 
sent  me  a  clipping  of  that  meeting.     That  is  what  he  means. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4155  is  another  account  that  you  rendered,  is 
it  not « 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4156  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Boudinot. 

Is  No.  4157  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Col.  Coppins? 

]VIr.  MxjLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

It  always  affords  me  pleasure  to  be  of  some  service,  so  I  have  mailed  to  you, 
requested,  this  p.  m.,  a  copy  of  **The  conference  of  governors  under  the  Roosevelt 
admimstration. " 

Is  No.  4158  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  letter  reads  in  part  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mr.  Bird:  You  will  note  in  m^  expense  account  for  this  week  that  I 
have  not  made  any  charge  of  McMichael's  visit  to  Baltimore  or  any  money  I  expended 
in  the  Mahool  campaign.  Of  course,  this  work  is  necessary,  as  I  explained  in  another 
letter  to  you,  to  keep  the  good  will  of  our  Democratic  friends  in  Maryland,  who,  I  am 
sure,  have  done  splendid  work  for  us  in  the  past. 

If  you  think  I  had  ought  to  charge  it  up,  let  me  know  when  you  answer  this  letter, 
but  I  will  make  no  chaige  until  you  pass  upon  it. 

Had  Mr.  McMichael  been  over  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Upon  what  business  did  he  go  ?  Did  he  go  to  help 
in  the  Mahool  campaign  or  the  campaign  that  was  on,  or  what  was  his 
business  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  came  to  get  some  money. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  41 59  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr- 
Bird?  ^ 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  read  this  portion  from  that  letter: 

I  got  an  order  to-day  for  fifty  of  them  to  be  bound  in  the  same  was  as  those  you  find 
cncloeed 

V 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  will  say,  inasmuch  as  Senator  Nelson  has  been 
careful  to  make  inquiries  about  Mr.  McDermott's  money  matters, 
that  I  gave  Mr.  McMichael  a  hundred  dollars,  and  his  report  shows 
that  one-half  of  that  was  given  to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  that  at  the  time  that  Mr.  McMichael 
went  over  to  Baltimore,  on  the  occasion  of  this  visit  that  is  referred 
t0  in  the  letter  No.  4158 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Which  I  just  read  in  part,  you  gave 
Mr.  McMichael  $100  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  it  he  was  to  do  with  the  hundred  doUars  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  told  me  he  would  give  half  of  it  to  Mr.  McDer- 
mott. 

Senator  Reed.  You  said  something  about  the  fact  that  he  gave 
half  of  it  to  Mr.  McDermott  being  shown  in  his  accoimt. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  he  gave  a  receipt  for  that  hundred  dollais. 
If  I  am  not  mistaken,  you  wm  find  it  in  the  papers. 

Senator  Nelson.  We  may  come  across  it  later. 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  that.  As  I  under- 
stand you,  you  do  not  know  anything  about  Mr.  McDermott  getting 
any  portion  of  this  money,  except  what  Mr.  McMichael  told  you  ? 

Mr.  Mui^HALL.  Yes;  and  later  on  what  Mr.  McDermott  told  me 
himself.  He  told  me  he  sent  Mr.  McMichael  over,  and  Mr.  McMichael 
got  loaded  up  and  did  not  come  back,  and  had  spent  some  of  the 
money  over  m  Baltimore  before  he  got  hold  of  him.  So  Jfr.  Mc- 
Dermott^s  remarks  did  not  coincide  with  Mr.  McMichaers.  He 
claimed  he  only  got  $20  of  that  8100. 
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Senator  Walsh.  That  is,  Mr.  McDermott  claimed  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  was  the  mission  on  which  you  sent  Mr. 
McMichael  over  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  came  on  that  mission  to  get  that  money. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  he  came  to  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  at  Baltimore,  and  he  came  and  got 
the  money  from  you  in  Baltimore  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4159  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

The  Chairman.  I  read  from  that  letter: 

I  got  an  order  to-day  for  fifty  of  them  to  be  bound  in  the  same  way  as  those  you  find 
enclosed. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following: 

Those  books  are  bound  in  red  morocco,  and  I  wish  you  would  send  one  to  Judge 
William  Spear  for  me;  give  one  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  keep  one  for  yourself. 

1  got  an  order  to-day  for  fifty  of  them  to  be  bound  in  the  same  way  as  those  you  find 
enclosed,  and  if  you  will  send  me  a  list  of  names  I  will  send  them  out  for  you,  or  if 
you  wish  I  will  send  them  over  to  the  New  York  oflice  when  I  get  them'  and  send  you 
franks,  so  you  can  mail  them  from  that  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  whom  did  you  get  the  fifty? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  From  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  postscript  of  that  letter: 

P.  S. — I  have  furnished  the  Washington  oflSce  with  4  copies  of  the  "Criminal  Code 
of  the  U.  S.,"  and  with  8  copies  of  tne  revised  and  amended  laws  relating  to  the 
judiciary.    M.  M.  M. 

Is  4160-4162  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Bird » 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  from  that  letter  as  follows: 

I  came  over  here  this  morning  with  Mr.  J.  F.  C.  Talbott.  I  have  made  it  a  custom 
for  the  past  three  or  four  months  to  get  on  the  train  momin^B  with  some  member  of 
the  Maryland  delegation,  as  it  affords  me  the  opportunity  of  navin^  a  pleasant  inter- 
view from  Baltimore  to  Washington,  and  also  picKing  up  necessary  information. 

As  I  wrote  you  last  week,  Mr.  McMichael  came  to  Baltimore  on  Thursday  and  did 
a  good  dav's  work  among  the  Maryland  Members.  I  was  not  sure  of  how  two  members 
of  the  delegation  would  stand  upon  labor  measures,  that  is,  Mr.  J.  Charles  Linthicum 
and  Mr.  David  J.  Lewis.  Mr.  Lewis  comes  from  Ctunberland,  in  the  6th  district,  and 
they  sav  he  is  very  much  in  touch  with  the  miners  in  that  section. 

I  had  McMichael  interview  those  gentlemen,  and  he  got  the  information  that  I 
wished  to  convey  to  Mr.  Talbott  before  a  meeting  that  was  to  be  held  in  Talbott's 
office  in  Baltimore,  on  Friday  morning.  The  five  members  of  the  Maryland  delega- 
tion, Messrs.  Covington,  Talbott,  Koenig,  Linthicum,  and  Lewis,  met  m  Baltimore, 
on  Friday,  and  they  agreed  to  stand  as  a  unit  upon  seciuring  appointments  for  Mary- 
land, and  in  addition  to  that  to  arrange  for  committee  positions  for  the  Maryland 
dele^tion.  This  was  the  information  that  I  wanted,  for  I  oelieved  that  Lewis  would 
be  fnendly  to  labor,  but  I  found  that  this  was  not  the  case,  and  after  two  hours'  meet- 
ing at  Mr.  Talbott's  office  on  Friday  morning  they  acreed  to  leave  the  affairs  of  the 
delation  in  Mr.  Talbott's  hands,  and  have  him  ana  Mr.  Covington  work  to  secure 
for  the  three  new  Members  good  i)06itions  upon  the  prominent  committees. 

I  was  very  much  nleased  at  the  result  of  the  meeting,  for  Talbott  has  been  our 
friend  for  years,  and  Mr.  Covington  has  demonstrated  his  fidelity  at  the  last  two  ses- 
sions of  Congress,  for  on  two  occasions  he  broke  up  a  quorum  of  the  Committee  on 
Labor,  for  if  he  had  attended  as  a  member  the  meetings  of  the  committee  they  would 
have  had  a  quorum  and  would  have  been  able  to  report  an  eight-hoiur  bill  out,  but  by 
Covington  staying  away  on  those  occasions  they  were  unable  to  hold  meetings  of  the 
committee.  He  has  done  splendid  work  since  he  has  been  a  member  for  oiu*  cause, 
and  I  am  extremely  anxious  at  the  present  time  to  have  him  serve  on  that  committee 
and  act  as  its  chairman. 
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I  wanted  Mr.  Talbott  to  have  Covington  consent  to  serve  as  the  chairman  of  tlio 
committee,  and  get  the  Maryland  delegation  behind  him,  and  I  believe  we  have 
accomplished  this,  for  Covington  states  that  if  the  position  is  offered  to  him  that  lie 
will  fin  it,  and  that  is  just  what  I  am  wanting  at  the  present  time. 

I  am  also  positive  that  Wilson,  the  ex-secretary  and  treasurer  of  the  Miners'  L'nioD^ 
will  not  be  on  that  committee.  He  will  be  appointed  as  chairman  of  the  Committee 
on  Census,  so  this  will  leave  him  off  the  Labor  Committee,  and  this  is  a  good  point; 
gained.    . 

I  am  perfectly  confident  about  the  chainnan  of  the  Judiciarj-  Committee,  and  also 
the  subcommittees  of  that  committee,  and  I  know  that  when  this  committee  is  com- 
pleted we  will  have  members  favorable  enough  to  us  upon  it,  to  control,  as  we  have 
the  past  five  or  six  years. 

I  nave  given  my  time  to  matters  in  Baltimore  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Talbott  and  Mr. 
Covin^n,  and  I  have  had  the  active  support  of  Mayor  Mahool  for  the  pa?t  year  in 
an^rthmg  that  I  wanted,  so,  in  a  way,  1  am  trying  to  repay  him  for  some  of  the  favors 
which  he  has  done,  and  I  am  especially  doing  this  because  Mr.  Covington  aski?  me  to 
be  active  in  Mahool' s  behalf. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Lodge  has  just  come  into  the  room,  and  I 
understand  he  desires  to  make  an  additional  statement. 

(The  witness  Mulhall  at  this  point  temporarily  withdrew  from  the 
stand.) 

ADDITIONAL  TESTIMONY  OF  SENATOB  HENET  CABOT  LODGE. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Lodge,  you  have  been  sworn.  1  believe 
you  desire  to  make  a  statement.  The  committee  will  be  glad  to  hear 
you  now. 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Chairman,  what  I  have  to  say  is  very  simple. 
I  saw  in  the  newspapers  a  statement  to  the  efTect  that  the  witness, 
Mulhall,  had  stated  that  he  had  had  conferences  with  n^e,  and  Mr. 
Hatfield,  the  chairman  of  our  Republican  State  committee  in  Massa- 
chusetts, in  the  summer  of  1910,  and  that  we  had  praised  his  work,  etc* 
I  do  not  remember  ever  having  heard  Mr.  Mulnall's  name  until  he 
was  called  as  a  witness  before  this  committee. 

It  is  impossible  for  a  man  in  public  life,  who  meets  hundreds  of 
men  here  and  in  political  campaigns  and  who  has  scores  of  men 
introduced  to  him,  to  say  absolutely  that  he  never  saw  or  met  a 
particular  person.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  or  memory  goes,  I  never 
saw  Mr.  Mulhall  and  never  methim. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  have  any  talk  with  him? 

Senator  Lodge.  He  certainly  never  had  any  conference  with  me, 
and  I  never  praised  his  work.  The  summer  of  1910  was  an  election 
year.  I  was  a  candidate  for  reelection  to  the  Senate.  I  hardly 
went  into  the  State  headquarters  during  that  summer.  I  had  an 
oflBce  of  my  own  in  Boston.  I  have  inquired  of  my  clerks,  who 
assure  me  that  to  their  knowledge  Mr.  Mulhall  was  never  in  my 
office.  I  have  communicated  with  the  chairman  of  the  State  com- 
mittee, and  he  says  that  to  his  knowledge  he  never  saw  Mr.  Mulhall; 
and  he  ccrtainlv  never  had  any  conference  with  him  in  mv  com- 

Eany.     I  merely  desire  to  make  this  statement,  as  my  name  has 
een  brought  into  the  matter. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  have  a  written  communication  from 
Mr.  Hatfield,  the  chairman  of  your  State  committee? 

Senator  Lodge.  Xo.  I  called  him  up  over  the  telephone  and 
asked  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  Or  with  Mr.  Cox 

Senator  Lodge.  Mr.  Clark  is  here  in  the  building. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3329 

Senator  Walsh.  I  refer  to  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Lodge.  Oh,  Mr.  Cox?  No.  I  have  had  no  communication 
at  all  with  Mr.  Cox. 

Senator  Walsh.  His  name  seems  to  have  been  associated  with 
yours. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  know  Mr.  Cox,  and  have  known  him  for  many 
years,  if  he  is  the  one  who  I  think  is  referred  to;  that  is,  Mr.  Alfred 
E.  Cox? 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  that  is  the  name,  but  the  initials  are  not 
given  in  this  particular  letter. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  is  the  treasurer  of  the  Atlantic  Iron  Works, 
and  I  have  known  him  for  over  30  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  Your  attention  never  was  called  to  the  fact  that 
Col.  MulhaU  was  at  work  in  the  political  campaign  in  Massachusetts, 
even  if  that  were  the  fact  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  Never,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  or  memory  goes* 
I  never  heard  of  him  at  all. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  did  you  inquire  of  that  fact  from  the  gentle- 
man with  whom  you  communicated? 

Senator  Lodge.  From  Mr.  Hatfield  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  Yes. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  told  him  what  had  been  stated  here,  and  asked 
him  if  he  had  any  memory  or  recollection  of  our  ever  having  seen  Mr. 
Mulhall,  or  of  having  any  conferences  with  him,  and  he  said  none; 
that  he  could  not  recollect  that  he  had  ever  himself  seen  him. 

Senator  Walsh.  And,  as  I  say,  you  did  not  talk  with  Mr.  Cox 
about  it? 

Senator  Lodge.  I  have  no  recollection  of  talking  with  Mr.  Cox 
about  it  at  any  time.  I  knew  of  the  existence  of  the  National  Asso- 
ciation of  Manufacturers.     That  was  public  knowledge. 

Senator  Walsh.  Apparently  Mr.  Cfox's  name  seems  to  have  been 
most  prominently  connected  with  the  activities  of  Col.  MulhaU  in 
Massachusetts,  if  he  ever  was  active  there. 

Senator  Lodge.  Of  that  I  know  nothing.  As  I  say,  I  have  known 
Mr.  Cox  a  great  many  years. 

Senator  Walsh.  Was  he  in  any  way  connected  with  the  campaign  ? 

Senator  Ix)DGE.  No.  At  that  time  he  was  not  on  the  committee 
and  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  campaign.  Mr.  Cox  has  been  very 
active  in  politics  for  a  great  many  years  and  is  an  old  friend  of  mine. 
He  may  have  spoken  to  me  about  it.  Of  course,  it  is  impossible  to 
recall  everything  that  is  said  to  one  about  politics,  but  I  personally 
have  no  knowledge  of  it. 

Senator  Walsh.  Do  you  know  of  any  activities  on  the  part  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  in  behalf  of  the  Republican 
in  Massachusetts  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  Certainly  there  were  none  in  my  behalf,  and  I 
never  heard  of  any  of  their  activities  in  Massachusetts  politics.  I 
do  not  mean  to  say  they  may  not  have  taken  part.  That  I  do  not 
know. 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  Alfred  E.  Cox,  and  he  writes  to  Col.  Mul- 
haU. At  least  here  is  a  letter  which  purports  to  be  from  him  under 
date  of  December  22,  1912.     In  that  letter  (4018,  4019)  he  says: 

The  result  of  the  ManpachuHetts  election  was  not  a  pjeat  surprise  to  me,  knowing, 
•  first,  how  easy  it  is  for  the  people  to  be  misled,  and,  second,  the  depth  of  Foss's 
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barrel.    The  worst  feature  of  the  campaign  in  Massachueetts  was  the  effect  upon 
Senator  Lodge,  though  I  expect  he  will  be  reelected. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  think  he  may  very  well  have  written  that. 
Senator  Walsh.  Also  I  read  tne  following  from  that  letter: 

If  he  acts  officially  as  he  talks  in  private  conversation,  he  will  die  a  yearling  beyond 
question.  His  opposition  to  Lodge  is  helping  the  Senator  daily  and  is  splitting  the 
Democratic  party  on  this  question. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  a  reference  to  Gov.  Foss. 
Senator  Walsh.  Yes.    I  also  invite  your  attention  to  letter  No. 
3928,  as  follows: 

Ool.  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

SO  Church  Street,  New  Yorl. 

Dbar  Colonel:  Your  interesting  letter  received ^  and  I  have  sent  parts  of  it  to 
Ohainnan  Hatfield,  of  the  State  committee.  I  am  m  hopes  that  we  can  organize  at 
once  a  movement  among  business  men  in  this  State,  and  I  have  put  it  up  to  Mr. 
Hatfield  in  a  way  which  I  think  will  interest  him  and  persuade  him  to  take  action 
along  this  line. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  in  reference  to  the  National  Association 
of  Manufacturers  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  It  is  addressed  to  Col.  Mulhall. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  mean  that  what  he  alludes  to  is  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  wrote  that  letter  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  This  is  a  letter  from  Alfred  E.  Cox  to  Col. 
Mulhall. 

Senator  Lodge.  He  may  well  have  written  that  to  Mj.  Hatfield. 
I  know  nothing  about  that. 

The  Chairman.  Of  course  you  know  nothing  about  it,  but  Mr.  Cox 
evidently  was  corresponding  with  Col.  MulhSl  about  the  situation 
in  Massachusetts. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  may  well  be. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  May  I  ask  the  Senator  if  he  knows  George  Coppins, 
of  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.  ? 

Senator  Lodge.  I  know  the  Walworth  Manufacturing  Co.  by  name. 
I  do  not  remember  Mr.  Coppins. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Certainly  I  am  not  going  to  contradict  you,  Senator 
Lodge,  one  way  or  the  other,  but  I  do  say  that  I  had  a  meeting  in 
your  office  with  him,  and  I  can  describe  the  outside  and  the  inner  room 
of  your  office  in  Boston. 

Senator  Lodge.  There  were  himdreds  of  people  in  that  office. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  I  know  there  were  hundreds,  because  there  were 
a  dozen  waiting  the  day  that  I  came  there.  I  made  myself  known, 
and  I  think  the  correspondence  here  will  show  that  I  had  several 
meetings  with  Mr.  Hatfield,  and  furnished  Mr.  Hatfield  large  numbers 
of  lists  that  he  wanted;  and  I  think  that  correspondence  from  Mr. 
Cox  will  show  that  I  have  had  a  correspondence  back  and  forth  for 
over  three  years  with  the  gentleman,  and  that  I  was  brought  down 
there  by  Mr.  Cox  and  paid  $1,000  by  Mr.  Cox  to  participate  in  the 
Massacnusetts  campaign. 

Senator  Lodge.  Oi  that  I  know  nothing;  absolutely  nothing. 
I  said  in  the  beginning  that  I  met  hundreds  of  people  in  that  campaign, 
and  I  may  have  met  the  witness.  So  far  as  my  knowledge  and  mem- 
ory goes 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  only  that,  but  I  wrote,  at  the  request  of  Mr. 
Satfield,  to  bring  Mr.  Bede  and  Mr.  Watson  there,  and  the  corre- 
spondence shows  that  there  are  answers  both  ways  on  that  source. 

Senator  Lodge.  The  statement  was  that  you  had  conferences  with 
Mr.  Hatfield  and  myself,  and  of  those  neither  he  nor  I  has  any 
recollection. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  in  Mr.  Hatfield's  office  frequently.  I  believe 
that  for  at  least  three  or  four  weeks  I  was  there  most  every  day.  I 
do  not  think  Mr.  Hatfield  will  deny  it,  because  I  think  the  corre- 
spondence with  Mr.  Hatfield  will  show  that. 

Senator  Lodge.  I  am  not  responsible  for  that. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  Senator,  Inever  had,  to  my  knowledge,  but  one 
meeting  with  you  in  Boston. 

The  Chairman.  Senator  Nelson,  do  you  desire  to  ask  any  ques*- 
tions  of  Senator  Lod^e  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Lodge.  That  is  all.  I  merely  desired  to  make  that 
statement. 

(The  witness,  Martin  Michael  Mulhall,  at  this  point  resumed  the 
stand.) 

TESTIHOHT  OF  MABTIIT  MICHAEL  MUIHALL— Besumed. 

Senator  Walsh.  Is  No.  4163  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes.     It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter 
that  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  the  following  portion  of  that  letter: 

I  have  been  actively  engaged  for  the  past  few  weeks  in  working  on  committee  ap- 
pointments. I  am  very  anxious  that  we  shaU  fare  well  on  the  Judiciary  Committee 
and  the  House  Labor  Committee,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  hope  at  this  writing 
that  we  are  sure  of  success. 

I  have  written  a  long  letter  this  a.  m.  to  Mr.  Bird  on  the  subject,  and  I  suppose  if 
you  see  him  he  will  report  to  you  fully  what  we  are  doing. 

I  sent  three  copies  of  "The  Criminal  Code  of  the  U.  S.,"  bound  in  red  morocco^  ta 
the  New  York  office  this  p.  m.,  one  of  them  to  ro  to  Judge  Spear,  and  from  this  tune 
on  I  will  see  that  Uie  judge  is  well  supplied  with  documents  of  this  kind. 

Senator  Nelson.  Let  me  call  your  attention  to  this  expression  in 
that  letter: 

I  have  been  actively  engaged  for  the  past  few  weeks  in  working  on  committee  ap» 
pointments. 

Those  were  appointments  in  the  new  House  that  was  coming  ini 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  A  Democratic  House  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  With  what  success  did  you  meet  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  With  failure. 
Senator  Nelson.  With  whom  did  you  work  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  worked  with  Mr.  Dwight  and  several  members  of 
Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  else  ? 

Mr.  Mxn.HALL.  I  could  say  Mr.  Fassett,  and,  I  believe,  Mr.  Watson* 

Senator  Nelson.  They  were  Republicans. 

Mr,  Mulhall.  Yes;  and  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  do  with  the  Democratic  House? 
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Mr.  McCabtee  (to  Senator  Nelson).  Mr.  Fassett  was  not  in  tliat 
House. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did  not  catch  that  remark. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  said  that  Mr.  Fassett  was  not  in  that  House. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  about  that.  Those  surprises  are  kind 
of  wearing  on  a  witness's  memory.  I  have  had  three  of  them  sprung 
on  me  without  any  knowledge  at  all,  and  if  you  give  me  time  to  get 
my  head — but  when  I  realize  that  prettv  near  every  official  of  the 
National  Association  of  Manufacturers  isliere  at  the  present  time  as 
a  lobby,  I  want  to  caU  the  committee's  attention  to  what  I  am  up 
against. 

Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  not  know  that  neither  Mr.  Watson  nor 
Mr.  Fassett  was  a  Member  of  that  Congress  ? 

Mr.  MxjLHALL.  Mr.  Watson  was  not  a  Member  of  the  House,  but 
I  am  not  sure  if  Mr.  Fassett  was  a  Member  of  that  Congress. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  expected  to  use  them  in  telling  the  Demo- 
crats how  to  organize  their  committees  ?    Was  that  your  plan  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  have  asked  favors  from  both  parties — I  mean 
asked  favors  in  that  way — yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  So  that  your  work  in  the  matter  of  securing 
favorable  committees  from  the  Democrats  was  through  two  Repub- 
lican ex-Members  of  Congress  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  should  say  more,  if  you  will  allow  me  to  submit 
my  list. 

Senator  Nelson.  Can  you  recall  any  more  at  this  time? 

Mr.  Mlt-hall.  Not  now.  I  am  not  going  to  try  to  recall,  when 
my  mind  is  not  clear. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  here  in  this  letter: 

I  am  very  anxious  that  we  shaU  fare  well  on  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  the 
House  Labor  Committee,  and  we  have  every  reason  to  hope  at  this  writing  that  we 
are  sure  of  success. 

What  reason  had  you  to  hope  that  you  would  be  successful  in 
securing  the  control  of  those  two  committees  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  From  talks  I  had  around,  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  From  talks  with  whom  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  McDermott  would  be  one  Democrat. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  Mr.  McMichael,  I  suppose  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  to  some  extent;  because  he  was  picking  up 
information  for  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  through  those  two  men  you  expected  to 
eflFect  this  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  putting  it  that  way,  and  I  will  not  allow 
you  to  put  it  that  way  for  me.  When  my  mind  gets  clear  I  will 
answer  the  ^[uestion. 

Senator  JsELSON.  How  will  you  put  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  say  I  can  not  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  think  it  is  proper  to  suggest  that  after  this,  if 
counsel  have  any  communications  to  make  to  the  committeei  those 
communications  should  be  made  to  the  entire  committee  from  the 
position  of  counsel  in  the  room. 

Mr.  Mlt-hall.  I  do  not  mind  the  activities  of  this  gentleman  [indi- 
cating Mr.  McCarter].  I  will  give  him  a  chance  when  we  get  on  the 
other  side.     He  has  got  to  show  to  his  bosses  what  he  is  trying  to  do. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that  remark. 
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The  Chairman.  Senator  Walsh  suggested  that  if  counsel  had  any 
remarks  to  make,  he  would  better  communicate  them  to  the  chair- 
man and  the  full  committee. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4164  is  unimportant. 

No.  4165  is  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  Ml^lhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter. 

My  Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  Replying  to  your  letter  of  March  28th  re  Mr.  Mc- 
Michael.  I  will  give  this  matter  consiaefation  and  report  to  you  later.  I  am  returning 
the  letters,  as  you  request. 

No.  4166  is  a  letter  from  whom? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  From  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4167  is  what? 

Mr.  Mlhlhall  (after  examining  letter).  Another  letter  from  Mr. 
Bird. 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4168  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4169  is  one  of  the  bills  you  submitted,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  And  the  payments  therein  stated  were  made 
by  you  ? 

Mr.  Mlxhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  4170,  4171  is  what? 

Mr.  Mlxhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr. 
Kirby. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4172  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  exandning  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bii'd. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  says:  '' Congress  convenes  to-day." 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  he  say  about  4170,  4171  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  He  said  it  was  a  letter  written  by  him  to  Mr. 
Kirby.     It  is  personal. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  the  letter  ought  to  be  stricken  from  the 
record. 

The  Chairman.  It  will  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4172  appears  to  be  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to 
you.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads: 

Congress  convenes  to-day,  and  no  doubt  Mr.  Emery  will  have  plenty  of  work  for 
you  to  give  your  undivided  attention  to  until  it  adjourns.  Therefore  please  report 
to  him  and  place  yourself  under  his  directions  until  further  request. 

What  is  4173,  4174? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  me  to  Mr, 
Bird. 

Senator  W^alsh.  I  read  part  of  that  letter,  as  follows: 

I  have  carefully  kept  in  touch  with  the  situation  here  in  Washington,  and  the  present 
committees  of  the  House  have  all  been  api)ointed.  We  have  lost  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Labor.  Wilson  has  been  appointed.  Of  course  this  will  be  a  drawback 
to  us,  but  at  an  interview  that  I  had  with  Mr.  Underwood  yesterday  morning  he  stated 
that  he  could  not  do  otherwise,  as  the  Committee  on  Ways  and  Means  had  no  other 
candidate  before  it  but  Wilson,  and  that  every  member  that  had  formerly  been  on 
that  committee  had  positively  refused  and  declined  to  serve  upon  it  again,  and  that 
Mr.  Hughes  placed  Mr.  Wilson's  name  in  nomination  on  last  Thursday,  and  that 
Mr.  Wilson  was  unanimously  elected  by  the  committee,  as  there  was  no  other  name 
before  it. 
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Mr.  Underwood  stated  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Census,  but  at  the  request 
of  several  organizations  of  labor  he  had  withdrawn  from  that  committee  and  accepted 
the  appointment  of  chairman  of  Committee  on  Labor.  Notwithstanding  the  appoint^ 
ment  of  Wilson  as  chairman,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  be  able  to  control  t£e  committee, 
for  Wilson  is  the  only  real  labor  appointee  upon  the  committee,  and  from  the  canvass 
that  I  have  started  to  make  among  the  memoers  of  the  committee  I  fell  positive  that 
we  will  be  able,  in  a  sense,  to  control  it. 

The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way,  and  at  an  interview  I  had  with  Mr. 
Emery  this  morning  I  differed  with  him  slightly,  and  from  all  nresent  indications, 
as  I  told  him,  I  feel  sure  that  we  will  be  able  to  hold  our  own  in  me  next  House,  and 
should  be  satisfied  with  the  committee  appointments  as  made. 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over  here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr.  Under- 
wood, and  from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery, 
I  feel  satisfied  that  Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everything  he  possibly  could  to  help  us 
out.  I  think  it  is  a  very  good  indication,  as  shown,  that  none  of  our  Democratic 
friends  wanted  to  serve  upon  the  Labor  Committee.  This  is  an  entire  reversal  of  the 
situation  as  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  for  formerly  all  the  labor  agitators  wanted  to  get 
on  that  committee,  but  at  the  present,  as  Mr.  Underwood  stated,  is  was  almost  utt^y 
impossible  to  get  a  man  to  serve  as  chairman  upjon  that  committee.  I  aeree  with  Mr. 
Emery  that  the  situation  wiU  need  close  watching  for  some  time,  but  I  look  for  verv 
little  effort  from  our  labor  friends  at  the  present  session  of  Coneress.  I  am  doing  all 
I  possibly  can  to  retain  our  old  Republican  friends  upon  the  Labor  Committee,  and  I 
hiMi  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Gardner  yesterday,  and  I  hope  that  he  and  Mr.  Vreeland 
will  stay  upon  it.  If  they  do,  we  will  have  a  good  fighting  force,  which  I  feel  positive 
we  shall  wm  with. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  want  to  say,  in  relation  to  Mr.  Underwood,  that  I 
simply  met  Mr.  Underwood  in  the  lobby  on  the  House  side,  and  merely 
asked  him  that  question  about  placing  Mr.  Wilson  on  the  Labor 
Committee. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  what  you  said  in  this  letter  is  not  true,  "I 
had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Underwood  yesterday  morning,"  et<5.  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Does  that  say  I  did  not  have  an  interview  1 

Senator  Nelson.  No;  you  say  you  had  an  interview. 

Afr.  MuLHALL.  I  say  I  did  and  1  am  explaining  it.  It  was  merely 
a  casual  meeting  in  the  lobby  of  the  House,  and  1  never  attempted  to 
see  Mr.  Underwood.  I  was  simply  asking  the  gentleman  for  informa- 
tion, and  he  gave  it  Uke  a  gentleman  would. 

Senator  Nelson.  Well,  here  you  state  in  this  letter: 

Mr.  Underwood  stated  that  Mr.  Wilson  had  been  appointed  by  the  Committee  on 
Ways  and  Means  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Census,  but  at  the  request 
of  several  organizations  of  labor  he  had  withdrawn  from  that  committee  and  accepted 
the  appointment  of  chairman  of  Committee  on  Labor. 

Did  Mr.  Underwood  tell  you  that  ? 

Afr.  MuLHALL.  To  my  best  memory,  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then  you  go  on  as  follows : 

Notwithstanding  the  appointment  of  Wilson  as  chairman,  I  feel  positive  that  we  will 
be  able  to  control  the  committee,  for  Wilson  is  the  only  real  labor  appointee  upon  the 
committee,  and  from  the  canvass  that  I  have  started  to  make  among  the  members  of 
the  committee  I  feel  positive  that  we  will  be  able,  in  a  sense,  to  control  it. 

Was  that  true  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  not  accomplished.  I  worked  as  I  said  in 
that  report. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  speak  about  the  Judiciary  Committee.  You 
say: 

The  Judiciary  Committee  is  entirely  our  way,  and  at  an  intendew  I  had  with  Mr. 
Emery  this  morning  1  differed  with  him  slightly,  and  from  all  present  indications, 
as  I  told  him,  1  feelenre  that  we  will  be  able  to  hold  our  own  in  the  next  House,  and 
should  be  Siitislied  with  tlie  committee  appointments  as  made. 
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Was  not  Mr.  Clayton,  of  Alabama,  chairman  of  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  1  es,  sir.  I  found  out  I  was  entirely  wrong.  I  was 
optimistic,  and  jon  will  find  that  later  reports  show  that  1  found  I 
was  too  optimistic,  and  entirely  wrong. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  were  simply  guessing  at  this  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  was  guessing  at  it  at  that  time;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say,  further: 

Mr.  Emery  told  me  that  Mr.  Kirby  was  over  here  last  week,  and  had  seen  Mr.  Under- 
wood, and  from  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Underwood  to  Mr.  Kirby  and  Mr.  Emery,  I 
feel  satisfied  that  Mr.  Underwood  has  done  everj'thing  he  possibly  could  to  help  us  out. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  understood  that  Mr.  Kirby  had  protested  to  Mr. 
Underwood  aeainst  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  which  I  did 
myself.  My  object  in  meeting  Mr.  Underwood  was  to  protest  against 
the  appointment  of  Mr.  Wilson,  because  I  thought 

Senator  Nelson.  What  about  this  statement: 

I  think  it  is  a  very  good  indication,  as  shown,  that  none  of  our  Democratic  friends 
wanted  to  serve  upon  the  Labor  Committee. 

What  is  the  basis  of  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  basis  was  strictly  correct.  The  men  on  the 
committee  before  did  not  want  to  serve. 

Senator  Nelson.  Democratic  members'? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  And  Republicans  as  well. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  on  that  letter. 

Senator  Reed.  That  was  the  best  estimate  you  were  able  to  make 
at  that  time,  and  you  wrote  it  in  good  faith  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.   Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Afterwards,  as  the  situation  changed,  as  you  saw 
it,  you  reported  the  facts  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4175  is  unimportant. 

WTiatisNo.  4176? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  a  letter  from  me  to  Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Walsh.  That  seems  to  be  unimportant. 

What  is  4177,  4178? 

The  Chairman.  The  first  paragraph  is  personal. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examming  letter).  That  is  a  letter  I  wrote  to 
Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  notice  this  paragraph : 

Senator  Murray  Crane  is  the  new  leader  of  the  Senate,  largely  taking  Mr.  Aldrich*s 
place,  and,  of  roiirse,  we  are  anxious  to  please  him.  Mr.  Crane  is  greatly  interested 
m  the  fight  which  will  take  place  in  Massachusetts  this  coming  summer,  and  they 
will  make  a  stR)ng  effort  in  that  State  to  defeat  the  present  Democratic  governor, 
Mr.  Fobs;  so  any  favors  which  can  y)e  extended  to  the  two  Massachusetts  Senators 
will  be  greatly  appreciated,  and  I  think  there  is  a  good  chance  there,  by  a  little  good 
work,  to  strengthen  our  position  in  the  present  Congress. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  my  mission  to  Massachusetts,  for  that 
purpose. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4179  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  read  the  following  extract  from  that  letter: 

I  have  made  several  visits  to  Washington  in  the  past  month  and  on  each  occasion 
that  I  could  fiml  Mr.  Emery  I  have  been  imparting  to  him  any  information  I  have 
picked  up.  I  did  report  to  the  Washington  office  last  Monday  and  again  on  Tuesday 
morning  and  found  Mr.  Emery  there  on  Tuesday  morning,  and  he  and  I  talked  over 
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the  situation  here.  Mr.  Emery  left  here  on  Tuesday  evening,  and  on  each  morning' 
since  then  I  have  been  calling  at  the  Washington  oflice.  but  from  the  information  that 
I  am  able  to  pick  up  1  am  under  the  impression  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legisla- 
tion at  this  short  session  that  will  require  very  much  of  Mr.  Emery's  or  my  attention. 

Senator  Nelson.  In  this  letter  just  read  you  say,  referring  to 
Mr.  Wilson,  the  new  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Labor: 

I  had  a  long  and  pleasant  interview  with  the  new  chairman,  and  he  positively  stated 
that  there  would  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this  session  unless  another  caucus  was  held 
by  the  Democratic  members  and  a  different  program  arranged. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  strictly  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  did  have  such  a  talk  with  him  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  sat  down  and  had  a  pleasant  talk  with  him. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  he  gave  you  that  assurance? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  I  believe  he  did ;  because  he  gave  me  to  under- 
stand that  there  would  be  no  committees  organized,  and  that  he 
would  not  organize  any  subcommittees,  which  they  did  under  the 
Gardner  administration. 

Senator  Nelson.  How  came  it  that  you,  who  were  opposing  labor 
legislation,  were  in  close  touch  with  Mr.  Wilson,  a  labor  man  1 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  went  into  Mr.  Wilson's  office  to  pick  up  information 
or  make  requests  for  hearings,  and  such  like,  and  that  is  how  I  knew 
Mr.  Wilson. 

Senator  Walsh.  4180,  4181  is  a  duplicate  of  4177,  4178. 

No.  4182  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4183  is  one  of  the  accounts  you  transmitted? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  receipts  and  payments  were  made  as  therein 
stated  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4184  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Boudinot,  is 
it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  about  seeds  and  the  Congressional 
Directory,  etc. 

Senator  Reed.  He  says  that  he  has  made  application  for  10  copies 
of  the  Congressional  Director}^  and  will  double  that  number. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4185  is  a  letter  from-  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you, 
is  it  not? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir.  There  were  not 
10.  There  were  always  copies  going  out — ^I  mean  to  any  active 
member  of  the  organization  that  wanted  one. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4186  is  what? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  letter  reads  as  foUows: 

My  Dbar  Colonel  Mulsall:  Your  two  letters  of  Azpil  6th  are  duly  received,  and 
I  note  your  continued  activity  in  the  Washington  work,  particularly  your  detailed 
informAtion  in  reference  to  committees. 

I  refrain  from  making  any  explanation  in  reference  to  Senator  Murray  Crane's 
request  or  Mr.  Dwight's  until  I  nave  had  the  opportunity  of  conferring  with  Mr. 
Emery.  I  am  not,  of  course,  in  a  position  to  judge  what  he  has  outlined  for  you  or 
what  you  are  doin^  for  him,  and  inasmuch  as  you  are  now  attached  to  his  office  it 
would  seem  inadvisable  for  me  even  to  make  an  expression,  llierefore  I  place  the 
matter  in  your  hands  to  consult  with  Mr.  Emery  in  reference  to  it,  and  I  feel  confident 
Ithat  he  will  appieciate  your  desire  for  active  work. 
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What  is  No.  4187  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Bird. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

I  am  yery  elad  to  report  that  all  the  committees  are  now  made  up  aud  all  the  old 
members  of  the  Republican  Party  that  were  on  the  Labor  Committee  have  remained 
on  it.  I  had  quite  a  job  to  persuade  Mr.  Gardner  and  others  to  do  so,  but  finally  won 
out.  I  am  very  much  encouraged  since  we  have  accomplished  this  fact,  for  I  am 
Almost  positive  that  when  it  will  come  to  a  vote  on  labor  measures  in  that  committee 
that  we  will  have  at  least  2  majority  of  its  members. 

There  are  a  number  of  documents  that  1  will  send  out  from  here  to-day  and  to- 
morrow— some  of  them  to  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Mulhall,  in  one  of  the  former  letters  here  you 
stated  that  most  of  the  old  members  refused  to  serve  on  the  com- 
mittee ? 

Mr.  MLn:-HALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  now  say  that  you  succeeded  in  inducing 
these  old  Republican  members  to  serve.  Was  it  largely  through  your 
efforts  that  they  were  induced  to  serve  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  beheve  it  was. 

Senator  Nelson.  If  it  had  not  been  for  your  efforts  they  would  not 
have  gone  on  the  committee  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  can  not  say  that  wholly,  but  I  asked  Mr.  Gardner 
to  be  active  on  those  lines,  and  Mr.  Gardner  was. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4188? 

]Vfr.  Mulhall.  A  letter  sent  from  Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  read  this  letter. 

The  chairman  of  our  committee  on  immigration  is  now  engaged  in  preparing  his  report 
and  desires  to  know  what  legislation,  if  any,  in  r^;ard  to  this  subject  has  been  enacted 
by  Congress  within  the  past  year.  Please  procure  copies  of  any  laws  which  may 
have  been  passed  on  this  subject  during  that  period  and  send  same  to  this  office  in 
order  to  expedite  Mr.  Hall's  work. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4189  is  another  account  you  rendered,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  states  correctly  your  receipts  and  expenditures, 
does  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Walsh.  4190,  4191  is  a  letter  from  you  to  Mr.  Stone? 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  It  is  a  Baltimore  matter;  a 
letter  to  Mr.  Stone. 

Senator  Walsh.  No.  4192  is  whatl 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  I 
sent  to  Hon.  James  S.  Sherman. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

For  the  past  two  months  I  have  made  frequent  trips  to  the  western  part  of  New 
York  State,  giving  a  good  deal  of  time  to  Erie  County.  Since  I  have  returned  to 
Washington  I  have  been  anxious  to  have  an  interview  with  you,  so  if  you  can  confer 
the  great  favor  of  giving  me  an  interview  outside  of  your  office  at  the  Capitol,  I  shall 
consider  it  a  great  favor.  I  think  I  can  be  of  service  to  yourself  and  leaders  of  the 
party  in  New  York  State,  so  hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  being  granted  the  inter- 
view   ♦    *    *. 

Why  did  you  want  to  have  it  outside  his  office  i 
Mr.  Mulhall.  His  office  was  generally  crowded.    There  is  only 
one  room  to  it. 
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Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4193? 

Mr.  MiJLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  or  part 
of  a  letter  I  sent  to  Mr.  Bird. 
Senator  Walsh.  This  reads  as  follows: 

Mt  Dear  Mb.  Bird:  Your  letter  of  recent  date  has  been  received  and  carefully 
read,  and  after  receiving  it,  as  I  have  stated  before,  I  consulted  with  Mr.  Emery  aboat 
setting  away  from  Washington  to  do  some  work  in  other  cities.  I  also  had  a  talk  with 
Mr.  Kirby  when  he  was  over  here  and  I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it  is  beet  to 
remain  here  at  the  present  time.  Mr.  Emery  advises  that  it  would  be  best  not  to 
leave  Washington  until  we  have  the  situation  more  fully  in  hand,  because  there  have 
been  numerous  labor  measures  introduced  in  the  House  and  Senate  the  past  two 
weeks.  We  thought  it  best  for  me  to  remain  here  until  the  House  committees  were 
fully  organized,  to  see  what  they  would  do  with  those  bilk.  There  have  been  very 
few  committees  that  have  been  appointed  that  as  yet  have  been  called  together  for 
organization.  I  have  informed  Mr.  Emery  that  I  have  made  a  complete  canvass  of 
the  Committee  on  Labor  aifd  also  the  Judicial  Committee,  and  since  I  wrote  you  last 
I  have  had  several  interviews  with  leading  Members  of  both  House  and  Senate, 
and  from  the  best  information  I  can  get  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this 
session.    *    ♦    * 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  omitted  from  that  letter  i  I  suppose  you 
have  it  before  you  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  He  said  it  was  a  fragment  of  a  letter. 

What  is  No.  4194? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  It  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  to 
Mr.  Boudinot. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4195? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  sent  to 
Mr.  Oiarles  M.  Jarvis. 

Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this: 

Washington,  D.  C,  April  il,  1911. 
Mr.  Charles  M.  Jarvis, 

American  Hardware  Corporation^  New  Britain,  Conn. 

My  Dear  Mr.  Jarvib:  This  letter  will  introduce  to  you  Mr.  J.  M.  Murphy,  who  ia 
an  electro  engineer  and  a  large  contractor.  Mr.  Murphy  is  the  man  who  did  all  the 
electro  work  upon  the  Baltimore  tunnels  for  the  B.  &  O.  railroads  in  Baltimore  city, 
and  he  is  well  Known  as  an  electrician  throughout  the  United  States.  He  is  a  warm 
personal  friend  of  Congressman  James  T.  McDermott  of  the  fourth  Illinois  district, 
who  is  a  very  warm  friend  of  ours  in  Congress,  and  has  been  for  the  past  two  sessions, 
and  I  myself  am  a  great  admirer  of  Mr.  McDermott,  on  account  of  his  political  ability, 
so  for  that  reason  any  favor  you  can  confer  upon  Mr.  Murphy  while  he  is  in  Connecticut 
will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Hoping  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  at  the  convention  in  New  York  City  next 
month,  believe  me  to  oe. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  , 

611  Union  Trust  Building. 

Senator  Eeed.  Who  is  this  Mr.  Jarvis  of  the  American  Hardware 
Corporation,  to  whom  you  wrote  this  letter  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  a  director  of  the  National  Association  of 
Manufacturers. 

Senator  Reed.  Why  were  you  at  this  particular  time  giving  a  letter 
of  introduction  to  Mr.  Murphy  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  Murphy  and  Mr.  McDermott  were  at  that  time 
constructing  a  flying  machme. 

Senator  Keed.  Where  ? 

Mr.  Mlt-hall.  In  Connecticut.  They  wanted  letters  of  introduc- 
tion to  the  business  people  in  that  State,  and  I  not  being  very  well 
Sosted,  I  wrote  for  Mr.  McDermott,  to  Mr.  Bird,  a  letter  of  intro- 
uction,  which  he  carried  to  New  York,  and  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Jarvis 
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for  Mr.  Murphy.  I  understood  they  worked  on  that  machine  for 
quite  a  while  and  left  about  $10,000  worth  of  debts  down  there. 

Senator  Eeed.  Was  Mr.  McMichael  interested  in  that  flying  ma- 
chine ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  he  had  some  money  invested,  according  to 
a  statement. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4196  ? 

'Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote 
to  Mr.  Kirby. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  is  that  bill  mentioned  in  that  letter  ?    You 


You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  short  letter  a  copy  of  bill  introduced  by 
Congressman  Lloyd. 

Do  you  recollect  what  that  bill  was  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  the  Lloyd  bill  allowing  the  railway  mail 
clerks  to  organize. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all  I  care  to  ask  about  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  what  the  letter  was,  a  copy  of 
"which  was  sent  out  by  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Stewart ) 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Copy  of  the  report  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No.     It  reads  this  way: 

You  will  please  find  inclosed  with  this  short  letter  a  copy  of  bill  introduced  by 
CoDLgresBman  Lloyd,  of  the  first  Missouri  district,  at  the  session  yesterday;  also  a  copy 
of  letter  sent  out  by  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Stewart  and  a  copy  of  a 
report  that  I  am  sending  to  Mr.  Bird  in  this  mail. 

Do  you  remember  what  that  letter  of  Mr.  Stewart's  was  about  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  a  letter  that  I  think  the  labor  organizations 
protested  against. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  remember  whether  that  was  his  letter  in 
which  he  practically  forbade  the  employees  of  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment to  organize  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  that  was  the  letter. 

Senator  Walsh.  What  is  No.  4197? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination  of  letter).  A  letter  from  Hon. 
James  S.  Sherman. 

Senator  Walsh.  It  reads  as  follows : 

My  Dear  Mr.  Mulhall:  I  am  in  receipt  of  vour  kind  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  and 
beff  to  say  that  I  shall  be  glad  to  see  you  any  day  at  the  Capitol. 

I  shall  be  away  Monday  and  Tuesday,  but  will  be  here  to-morrow  morning  and 
after  Tuesday.  I  think  we  can  arrange  matters  so  that  we  can  have  a  quiet  little 
talk  here. 

What  is  No.  4198  ? 

The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot. 
Senator  Walsh.  4199,  4204  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  copy  of  a  letter  I  wrote 
Mr.  Bird. 
Senator  Walsh.  I  think  I  will  read  this : 

At  the  opening  of  the  House  yesterday  one  of  the  most  vicious  labor  bills  that  has 
been  offered  for  a  number  of  years  was  introduced  by  Mr.  James  T.  Lloyd,  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  Member  from  the  first  Missouri  district.  If  this  bill 
becomes  a  law,  it  would  force  every  employee  of  the  Government  that  is  under  civil- 
service  rules  to  become  active  members  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  or,  in 
other  words,  it  would  give  the  organizers  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  carte 
blanche  to  enter  every  Government  building  throughout  the  United  States  and  enroll 
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the  employees  therein  yito  labor  organizations.    When  the  bill  was  introduced  it  was 
referrea  to  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Reform,  whose  chairman  is  Hannibal  L, 
Godwin,  and  two  hours  after  its  introduction  Mr.  Godwin  called  this  committee 
together  and  gave  to  Samuel  Gompers,  the  president  of  the  American  Federation  of 
Labor,  and  Frank  Morrison,  its  secretary,  a  nearing  upon  this  bill.    At  this  hearing 
Mr.  Gompers  in  the  most  emphatic  language  protested  against  a  letter  sent  by  the 
Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  Stewart,  to  Mr.  Alex.  Grant,  general  superin- 
tendent Division  of  Railway  Mail  Service.    The  letter  sent  out  by  General  Stewart 
to  the  division  superintendents  of  the  Railway  Mail  Service  forbid  the  members  of 
the  Railway  Mail  Service  from  joining  secret  labor  oiganizations,  or,  in  other  words, 
from  becoming  members  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor.    The  chairman  oi 
the  committee  at  the  hearing  told  Mr.  Gompers  that  they  would  make  a  thorough 
investigation  of  General  Stewart's  order,  and  Chairman  Godwin  appointed  a  subcom- 
mittee to  carry  out  this  investigation.    In  the  early  part  of  the  morning,  while  in 
the  House  Office  Building,  I  was  informed  by  Congressman  James  T.  McDermott,  of 
the  fourth  Illinois  district,  about  this  bill  and  the  hearing  that  was  going  to  be  granted 
thereon.    Mr.  McDermott  gave  me  to  understand  that  it  was  a  prearranged  anair;  or, 
in  other  words,  Coi^gressman  James  T.  Lloyd,  chairman  of  the  Democratic  national 
committee,  was  paying  a  debt  to  Samuel  Gompers,  president  of  the  American  Federa- 
tion of  Labor,  for  the  work  Gompers  claims  he  did  in  the  campaign  of  1910.    I  was 
told  by  other  Members  of  the  House  also  that  this  is  one  of  the  things  that  was  demanded 
from  the  Democratic  Congress  and  its  executive  board  in  the  last  campaign,  to  union- 
ize the  Government  employees.    At  3.30  p.  m.  I  called  on  the  chairman  of  the  Civil 
Service  Reform  Committee,  Mr.  Godwin,  just  as  his  committee  had  adjourned  their 
hearing,  and  I  told  Mr.  Godwin  that  the  two  hundred  organizations  of  the  National 
Council  for  Industrial  Defense,  including  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturerts, 
strongly  protested  against  the  passage  of  this  measure,  and  they  would  like  fair  treat- 
ment from  his  committee,  and  I  demanded  we  should  be  given  a  hearing  upon  this 
bill  before  it  was  reported  out  of  committee.    Mr.  Godwin  agreed  to  notify  the  Wash- 
ington office  three  days  before  he  would  have  another  hearing  and  that  he  would  not 
report  the  bill  until  we  could  be  fully  heard  upon  this  measure.    I  clearly  showed  to 
Mr.  Godwin  the  nature  of  this  bill,  tnat  it  would  make  all  Government  offices  closed 
shops,  and  if  this  bill  became  a  law  that  Samuel  Gompers,  president  of  the  American 
Federation  of  Labor,  would  have  more  power  over  the  Government  employees  than 
would  the  President  of  the  United  States.    After  leaving  Mr.  Godwin  I  called  at  Com- 
mittee Room  on  Accounts  and  sent  my  card  in  to  Mr.  Lloyd.    Mr.  Lloyd  sent  out  word 
that  he  would  meet  me  on  Friday  morning  at  11  o'clock,  as  he  was  very  busily  engaged 
at  the  present  time,  making  it  impossible  for  him  to  see  me.    There  was  a  laiige  crowd 
of  office  seekers  in  Mr.  Lloyd's  office  when  I  called.    As  chairman  of  the  national 
committee  he  has  charge  of  the  patronage  of  the  Democratic  House,  and  at  the  present 
time  is  a  very  busy  man.    At  this  11  a.  m.  1  called  at  Mr.  Lloyd's  office  and  found  him 
there,  and  he  granted  me  a  hearing.     I  told  Mr.  Lloyd  I  was  re]3resenting  the  National 
Association  of  Manufacturers  and  two  hundred  other  organizations  and  that  I  wi^ed 
to  protest  against  House  bill  5970,  introduced  yesterday  by  him,  and  which  Mr.  Gom- 
pers had  a  hearing  before  Civil  Service  Reform  Committee  yesterday  afternoon.    He 
wanted  to  know  why  and  what  my  objections  to  the  bill  were.     I  stated  in  the  first 
place  it  would  add  to  the  American  Federation  of  Labor  over  three  hundred  thousand 
active  working  members,  and  if  there  should  be  a  strike  in  any  city  throughout  the 
United  States  Mr.  Gompers  could  call  upon  all  the  Government  employees  who  had 
continual  service  to  finance  those  strikes.     I  called  Mr.  Lloyd's  attention  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Public  Printing  Office  and  the  Bureau  of  Engraving  and  Printing,  and 
clearly  showed  him  that  it  was  impossible,  out  of  the  seven  thousand  five  hundred 
employees  of  these  two  offices,  for  a  nonunion  man  to  get  employment  therein;  that 
if  one  did  pass  the  civil-service  examination  that  the  shop  committee  of  those  offices 
would  have  him  discharged  before  he  was  in  the  Government  employ  for  a  week  unless 
he  held  a  union  card,  and  at  the  present  time  that  Mr.  Gompers  had  more  to  say  in 
those  offices  than  any  Senator  or  Congressman  had.    Besides  this,  I  showed  Mr.  Lloyd 
that  in  the  printers'  strike  of  1905-6  that  the  employees  of  those  two  offices  were  taxed 
10%  of  their  wages  and  furnished  to  Mr.  James  Lynch,  the  president  of  the  printers' 
union,  about  fifteen  thousand  dollars  ($15,000)  per  month  to  carry  on  that  strike,  and 
if  this  bill  became  a  law  Gompers  would  have  three  hundred  thousand  employees  to 
fall  back  on  instead  of  seven  tnousand  five  hundred,  and,  besides  this,  it  would  make 
a  closed  shop  of  every  Government  office  throughout  the  United  States,  and  this  was 
entirely  unfair  to  the  nonunion  workmen,  of  which  there  were  93%,  for  organized 
labor  never  claimed  to  have  but  7  %  of  the  working  people  of  the  United  States  organ- 
ized.    I  also  told  Mr.  Lloyd  that  every  fair-minded  manufacturer  in  the  country 
would  protest  against  this  bill.    He  stated  he  introduced  the  bill  first  by  request — 
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this  would  go  to  show  that  what  was  told  bv  Mr.  McDennott  was  a  fact — but  now  that 
he  had  agreed  to  father  the  bill  and  would  do  his  best  for  iU  passage.  He  admitted 
that  under  this  bill  all  employees  of  the  Government  could  be  forced  into  labor  unions, 
hut  he  stated  he  did  not  see  any  harm  therein,  for  he  was  of  the  opinion  that  if  the 
Grovemment  employees  were  in  labor  unions  they  would  be  better  off  and  that  this 
iwould  give  them  the  right  to  protest  to  their  CoMxeflsmen  when  they  did  not  get  fair 
treatment  from  such  men  as  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Joseph  Stewart. 
I  closed  my  interview  with  Mr.  Lloyd,  stating  that  we  would  fight  this  bill  from  hell 
to  breakfast  and  that  he  would  commence  to  hear  from  our  side  of  the  question  at 
once.  From  the  information  I  have  got,  they  will  try  to  force  this  bill  through  the 
House  and  get  the  insurgents  of  the  Senate  side  to  pass  it  through  the  Senate,  for  Senator 
La  FoUette  offered  a  resolution  in  the  Senate  almost  identical  with  Lloyd's  bill. 

I  am  sending  this  report  to  you  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  so  that  you  might 
take  action  on  it  at  once,  for  before  I  left  Lloyd  I  told  him  this  laill  would  be  more 
ohjectionable  than  any  eight-hour  bill  or  injunction  bill  that  they  might  offer,  and  I 
feel  this  is  the  case,  for  if  this  bill  does  become  a  law  it  would  place  in  Samuel  Gompers's 
hands  at  least  a  million  and  a  half  dollars  of  additional  revenue  each  year  to  carry  on 
his  campaigns. 

(Thereupon,  at  1.30  o'clock  p.  m.,  a  recess  was  taken  until  3  o'clock 
p.  m.) 

AFTERNOON   SESSION. 

The  subcommittee  met,  pursuant  to  the  taking  of  the  recess,  at 
3  o'clock  p.  m. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  here  a  couple  of  newspaper 
clippings.  One  is  from  an  Indianapolis  paper,  the  name  of  whicn  I 
can  not  give  because  it  is  not  on  the  clipping,  but  the  article  bears  a 
date  line  '^Washington,  D.  C,  July  25."  It  is  in  regard  to  the  outrage 
being  perpetrated  upon  Mr.  Watson  in  not  permitting  him  to  testify. 

Along  with  that  is  an  editorial  from  tne  Indianapolis  Star.  I 
presume  that  is  the  paper  that  published  the  first  article. 

The  import  of  this  article  is  that  the  committee  has  denied  to  Mr. 
Watson  a  hearing,  and  that  various  Senators  have  expressed  them- 
selves to  the  effect  that  the  committee  is  perpetrating  some  great 
wrong  against  Mr.  Watson.  The  paper  states  that  Mr.  Watson  was 
here  and  demanded  the  right  to  be  heard,  and  that  when  he  left  the 
room  he  said:  ^'It  is  simply  an  outrage.  The  committee  has  allowed 
this  feUow  Mulhall  to  say  anything  he  wanted  to  say  about  me,  and 
I  am  denied  an  opportunity  to  reply.  It  is  unprecedented  and 
outrageous." 

My  understanding  has  been  that  when  we  obtained  the  information 
about  the  Mulhall  letters — that  is,  the  information  that  they  were 
public — and  read  the  first  account,  the  chairman  of  this  committee 
summoned  all  parties  therein  named  who  seemed  to  be  in  iuterest, 
and  that  of  course  we  placed  Col.  Mulhall  on  the  stand  as  the  first 
witness  because  that  was  the  logical  order;  and  that  at  that  time  the 
committee  all  hoped — at  least,  I  did — that  the  examination  of  Col. 
Mulhall  would  have  been  completed  long  before  this. 

When  Mr.  Watson  appeared  here  the  other  day  the  letters  in  regard 
to  Mr.  Watson  were  not  all  in  evidence,  and  up  to  this  moment  the 
correspondence  is  not  complete.  I  have  not  seen  how  Mr.  Watson 
could  well  testify  until  those  letters  were  in. 

I  had  understood  that  Mr.  Watson  had  written  to  the  chairman  a 
letter,  the  general  tenor  of  which  was  that  he  was  being  held  here  at 
great  loss  to  himself,  and  that  he  practically  demanded  a  hearing  at 
that  particular  time,  or  at  a  very  near  date;  or,  as  I  understand  the 
letter — I  do  not  want  to  misquote  it,  and  I  have  not  it  before  me — 
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that  if  he  was  not  permitted  to  testify  then  he  did  not  desire  to  wait 
longer. 

The  Chairman.  We  had  better  have  the  letter  read. 

Senator  Reed  (continuing).  Thereupon  the  chairman  wrote  him, 
telling  him  that  he  did  not  have  to  remain  imder  supboena  unless  he 
wanted  to,  but  that  the  attitude  of  the  conmiittee  had  all  the  tioie 
been,  and  was,  that  as  soon  as  Col.  Mulhall  had  concluded  his  testi- 
mony Mr.  Watson  could  take  the  stand  if  he  wanted  to.  At  least, 
that  has  been  my  understanding. 

I  am  calling  attention  to  this  because  I  do  not  think  that  the 
committee  ou^t  to  be  misrepresented  in  regard  to  its  attitude,  and 
because  I  thiuK  the  public  are  entitled  to  know  exactly  what  the  facts 
are. 

The  Chairman.  We  had  better  put  the  entire  correspondence  in 
the  record.    I  will  read  first  this  letter  from  Mr.  Watson: 

The  Willard, 
WaAington,  D.  C,  July  21,  1913. 
Hon.  Lee  S.  Overman, 

United  States  Senate,  Wdshingtonf  D,  C. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  reached  this  city  two  weeks  ago  to-day ,  having  been  sub- 
poenaed by  your  committee  to  appear  at  that  time.  I  canceled  a  large  number  of 
Chautauqua  dates  in  order  to  be  nere  this  month,  and  this  loss,  together  with  the 
amount  of  money  I  am  spending  for  living  here,  will  cause  me  to  be  out  about  $3,000 
this  month. 

It  now  appears  that  Mulhall  will  be  on  the  stand  for  some  time  to  come,  and  I  do 
not  want  to  miss  my  Chautauqua  engagements  for  August,  and  thus  necessitate  an 
additional  heavy  loss. 

It  is  not  desirable  to  be  out  in  the  far  Western  or  Northwestern  States  and  be  com- 
pelled to  leave  to  come  on  to  Washington,  and  I  want  to  personally  request  you  to 
let  me  go  on  the  stand  at  once  and  give  whatever  testimony  you  may  seek  to  elicit 
and  let  me  get  away. 

I  know  that  you  do  not  desire  to  cause  any  one  citizen  so  much  loss  of  both  time 
and  money,  and  I  think  that  you  might  grant  me  this  favor  without  seriously  dis- 
turbing the  order  of  your  testimony. 

Mulhall,  lam  told,  will  be  through  with  whatever  he  has  to  say  about  the  Indiana 
situation  and  about  me  personally  by  to-morrow  evening,  and  m  view  of  the  very- 
heavy  loss  that  is  being  entailed  upon  me  I  think  it  but  fair  that  you  should  permit 
me  to  testify  and  get  away. 

I  can  not  be  excused  to  go  on  the  Chautauqua  platform  to  anv  advantage,  because 
I  would  no  sooner  than  get  started  until  I  shoula  be  compellea  to  leave  and  return 
to  Washington,  and  thus  upset  my  entire  program. 

The  Chautauqua  Association,  under  whose  auspices  I  lecture,  is  much  put  out  by 
cancellations,  and  while  I  know  full  well  that  these  things  must  be  set  aside,  yet  I 
do  not  believe  that  in  all  fairness  you  should  ask  me  to  suner  so  much  loss  to  be  here 
when  nobody  else  is  losing  at  all,  so  far  as  I  know. 

Please  think  this  over  and  deal  as  fairly  with  me  as  you  would  expect  me  to  deal 
with  you  under  like  conditions. 

With  sincere  regards,  1  am,  very  truly,  yours, 

James  £.  Watson. 

To  that  the  chairman  replied  as  follows: 

July  23,  1913. 
Hon.  James  E.  Watsox. 

The  Willard,  Washinr4(m,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Sir:  Your  letter  of  yesterday,  requesting  that  your  testimony  be  taken 
before  the  examination  of  Mr.  Mulhall  is  concluded,  is  received. 

Your  request  has  been  submitted  to  the  committee,  and  after  full  consideration,  it 
has  been  decided  to  release  you  from  our  subpoena  and  further  attendance  before  the 
committee. 

WTien  the  examination  of  Mr.  Mulhall  shall  have  been  concluded,  if  you  desire  at 
any  time  during  its  sessions  to  appear  before  the  committee  to  make  a  statement  in 
relation  to  any  of  the  matters  concerning  you,  about  which  he  has  testified,  or  with 


MAINTENANCE  OP  A  LOBBY  TO  INFLUENCE  LEGISLATION.      3343 

respect  to  any  of  the  statements  which  are  contained  in  the  correspondence  which  has 
been  introduced  in  e\adence,  the  committee  will  be  glad  to  give  you  a  hearing  at  such 
time  as  may  best  suit  your  convenience. 

Very  truly,  yours,  Lee  S.  Overman, 

Clutinnan. 

The  reply  to  that  letter  was  as  follows: 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  24,  19 IS. 
Hon.  Lee  S.  Overman, 

United  Statu  Senate,  City. 

My  Dear  Senator:  I  beg  leave  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  yoMt  esteemed  favor 
of  recent  date,  in  which  you  notify  me  that  "after  full  consideration  it  has  been  de- 
cided to  release  you  from  our  subpoena  and  from  further  attendance  before  the  com- 
mittee," and  in  which  you  further  state  that,  if  I  so  desire,  I  may  have  the  privilege 
of  making  any  statements  to  the  committee  by  voluntarily  appearing  "at  sucn  time  as 
mav  best  suit  your  convenience." 

Permit  me  to  say  in  reply  that  I  have  been  in  Washington  16  days  waiting  for  an  op- 
portunity to  be  called  to  testify  before  your  committee,  and  that  it  will  "best  suit 
my  convenience "  to  appear  at  once  and  answer  the  statements  set  forth  in  regard  to 
me  in  MulhalPs  letters  and  also  to  respond  to  such  questions  as  the  committee  may 
see  fit  to  ask  touching  the  entire  correspondence  having  reference  to  myself. 

My  release  by  the  committee  drives  me  to  one  of  two  inevitable  conclusions:  First, 
that  Mulhall's  uncorroborated  evidence  is  of  such  a  character  that  no  substantial 
charge  against  me  can  be  based  upon  it;  or,  second,  that  it  is  deemed  desirable  in 
certain  quarters  to  have  his  evidence  go  before  the  country  uncontradicted  and,  in 
either  event,  in  justice  to  mvself,  not  knowing  the  committee's  purposes,  I  shall 
insist  on  taking  advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  voluntarily  appear  before  vour 
committee,  and  I  shall  consider  myself  favored  if  I  may  be  permitted  to  do  so  witnout 
further  delay. 

Very  sincerely,  yours,  James  E.  Watson. 

He  called  on  me  soon  after  he  wrote  that  letter,  and  I  told  him  w-e 
would  hear  him  at  any  time  he  would  come,  after  Mr.  Mulhall  had 
finished,  and  that  we  would  show  him  every  courtesy  possible.  I 
told  him  that  we  would  not  stop  the  examination  of  Mr.  Mulhall  to 
hear  him  or  anybody  else.  Of  course  we  have  made  exceptions  in 
the  case  of  Senators  while  Mr.  Mulhall  was  being  examined;  we  have 
allowed  Senators  to  come  in,  as  a  courtesy  to  them. 

I  told  Mr.  Watson  that  after  Mulhall  was  through  making  his 
statement  we  would  be  glad  to  hear  him,  at  any  time  he  came  here, 
but  that  we  would  not  examine  him.  or  the  other  witnesses  we  have 
subpoenaed,  until  after  Mulhall  got  tnrough. 

Mr.  McCarter.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I  make  a  statement  in  regard 
to  the  letters  ? 

The  Chairman.  Yes. 

Mr.  McCarter.  We  were  telephoned  to  late  Saturday  afternoon, 
after  all  the  counsel  had  gone  home,  requesting  the  production  at  the 
Capitol  of  the  letters  of  the  National  Association  of  Manufacturers 
which  have  been  produced  here  in  Washington,  and  which  are  at  a 
room  in  the  Willard.  Nothing  was  done  about  it  until  we  returned 
this  morning.  Those  letters  are  now  en  route  to  the  Capitol.  They 
cover  all  the  correspondence  of  the  association,  not  only  touching 
political  matters,  but  every  one  of  the  activities  of  the  association. 

Those  letters  are  all  indexed,  and  there  is  a  file  clerk,  a  young  lady, 
with  them.  May  we  respectfully  request  that  when  these  letters  are 
examined,  they  be  exammed  with  the  assistance  of  the  file  clerk,  so 
that  they  may  be  returned  to  their  proper  files?  It  would  be  a 
calamity  to  have  that  correspondence  mixed  up.  This  young  lady 
will  be  at  the  service  of  the  committee. 

The  Chairman.  Where  is  she  now  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  She  is  coming  up  with  the  documents. 
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There  is  one  thing  more.  I  said  this  included  all  the  letters.  That 
is  literally  true,  except  that  there  is  in  my  personal  custody  one 
small  package  of  letters  which  I  had  hoped  to  use  in  connection  with 
the  cross-examination  of  Col.  Mulhall.  After  I  am  through  with  them 
for  that  purpose,  I  will  surrender  them  to  the  committee.  I  did  not 
want  you  to  think  we  were  savii^g  out  anything,  except  for  that  one 
purpose.  I  will  sav  that  that  is  a  very  small  percentage  of  the  letters, 
and  I  will  personally  see  that  you  get  them  after  the  examination  of 
Col.  Mulhall  is  over. 

Mr.  Ralston.  Does  this  correspondence  include  the  correspond- 
ence of  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  ? 

Mr.  McCartee.  As  I  understand,  it  includes  everything  there  is  m 
our  possession. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  have  kept  from  the  com- 
mittee letters  that  they  ought  to  have,  to  use  them  ibr  the  purpose  of 
cross-examining  Col.  Mulhall  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  No,  sir;  I  have  no  objection  to  the  conunittee 
using  them.  I  sinaply  wanted  to  have  them  convenient  for  use  in 
the  cross-examination  of  Col.  Mulhall.  I  will  show  them  to  the  com- 
mittee any  time  they  want  to  see  them.  The  only  point  was  that  I 
wanted  to  be  able  to  use  them  to-morrow,  or  at  any  time  that  Col. 
Mulhall  is  cross-examined.  The  number  of  these  letters  is  very 
small;  I  do  not  suppose  there  are  more  than  15  or  20  of  them.  They 
are  in  my  possession  up  at  the  University  Club. 

Senator  Keed.  I  think  they  ought  to  be  turned  over  to  the  com- 
mittee, and  we  can  turn  them  back  to  the  counsel. 

Mr.  McCarter.  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  do  that;  just  so  that  when 
I  do  cross-examine  Mr.  Mulliall  1  may  have  them  at  hand,  and  that 
thay  may  not  be  over  at  some  room  in  the  Senate  Office  Building. 

Senator  Reed.  We  will  try  to  have  every  letter  that  we  have  in 
our  possession,  from  everybody,  here  to  use  on  the  cross-examination, 
or  whenever  they  are  wanted. 

Mr.  McCarter.  These  letters  that  we  are  sending  up  here  are 
thousands  in  number,  I  think  50,000,  and  you  can  understand  that 
we  would  not  want  to  be  compelled  to  search  among  that  great 
number  for  the  purpose  of  cross-examining;  but  I  will  deliver  them  to 
the  committee  if  the  committee  desires  them.  They  will  be  kept  in 
a  little  box  to  preserve  them,  so  that  when  I  need  tnem  I  may  nave 
access  to  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well. 

Senator  Walsh.  Before  we  proceed,  I  think  it  ought  to  be  stated 
that  if  Mr.  Watson  at  any  time  stated  to  the  committee  anything  like 
what  the  newspaper  accounts  say  he  did,  it  must  have  been  at  some 
time  when  I  was  not  present,  and  I  think  I  have  been  present  con- 
tinuously at  the  sessions  of  the  committee.  Nothing  of  tne  kind  ever 
transpired  while  I  was  here. 

The  Chairman.  I  suppose  that  was  the  dream  of  some  newspaper 
man. 

Senator  Reed.  Then,  we  may  expect  those  letters  at  some  time 
to-day,  Mr.  McCarter  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Yes ;  I  will  send  for  them  right  away  if  you  desire 
me  to. 

Senator  Reed.  We  can  have  them,  then,  by  5  o'clock,  when  we 
adjourn  ? 

Mr.  McCarter.  Oh,  yes. 
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TESTIHONT  OF  HABTIV  MICHAEL  MTJLHALL— Continned. 

Senator  Reed.  Col.  Mulhall,  is  No.  4205  a  copy  of  an  account  you 
rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4206  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4207  a  letter  from  Mr.  Kirby  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  had  better  read  that. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

My  Dear  Colonel:  I  duly  received  your  favor  of  the  20th  inst.,  relative  to  the 
patronage-gobble-up  by  Mr.  WilBon,  and  the  facte  ae  you  have  given  them  will  appear 
m  next  week's  Montgomery  County  Reporter  as  coming  from  "our  Washington 
correspondent. '  * 

I  also  received,  Saturday,  your  letter  of  the  2l8t  with  copy  of  your  report  to  Mr. 
Bird  on  the  bill  to  unionize  the  R.  R.  mail  clerks.  I  also  received  yesterday  a  special 
delivery  letter  from  Mr,  Emery  on  the  same  subject  and  wired  him  a  night  letter  with 
respect  thereto.  So  the  matter  is  "upon  the  calendar"  and  receiving  our  attention. 
My  Godl  What  next  I  This  bill  certainly  takes  the  cake,  and  it  shows  what  little 
d^endence  can  be  placed  in  caucus  slates. 

Very  truly,  yours,  J.  Kikby,  Jr.,  President. 

The  Chairman.  I  will  say  to  the  committee  that  I  have  received 
a  personal  request  from  Mr.  Watson  that  he  be  examined  at  some 
time  not  later  than  Monday  or  Saturday.  I  do  not  know  how  long 
Mr.  Mulhall  is  going  to  be  on  the  stand  on  cross-examination,  and  i 
should  like  to  have  some  expression  of  opinion  from  the  committee 
as  to  when  we  can  hear  Mr.  Watson. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  were  going  to  conduct  this 
examination  according  to  my  ideas  of  the  way  it  ought  to  be  con- 
ducted— I  am  speaking  onlv  for  myself  now — we  would  not  put  Mr. 
Watson  on  until  there  nad  been  many  other  witnesses  examined;  but 
out  of  consideration  for  him  I  am  entirely  willing  that  he  may  take 
the  stand  immediately  when  Col.  Mulhalis  testimony  is  concluded. 
We  all  know  that  we  are  trying  to  get  through  with  him  as  soon  as 
we  can.  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  state  when  we  shall  be  through 
with  him,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  we  have  conceded  to  gentlemen 
here  the  right  to  ask  a  large  number  of  questions  on  cross-exami- 
nation. 

The  Chairman.  When  I  bade  Mr.  Watson  goodbye,  I  told  him 
that  I  would  notify  some  of  his  friends  here,  who  would  probably 
know  his  address,  when  we  were  about  finishing  Mr.  MulhalVs  cross- 
examination,  so  that  they  could  notify  him  when  he  could  come,  and 
we  would  hear  him  immediately  afterwards ;  that  my  idea  was  to 
allow  him  to  appear  as  the  first  witness  after  Col.  Mulhall,  if  he 
wants  to  come.  But  it  is  impossible  for  the  committee  to  state 
when  this  examination  of  Col.  Mulhall  is  going  to  be  concluded.  I 
should  think  of  course  we  could  hear  him  on  Wednesday  of  next  week. 

Senator  Reed.  If  we  are  not  called  away  from  here  to  the  floor 
of  the  Senate  very  frequently,  that  is  one  thing.  If  we  have  to  gjo  up 
to  attend  sessions  and  answer  rolls  calls,  tnat  will  mean  quite  a 
different  thing.  That  is  the  matter  about  which  there  is  the  great- 
est uncertainty. 
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The  Chairman.  I  do  not  think  we  can  say  anythmg  more  than  I 
have  said  to  him,  that  we  will  hear  him  immediately  after  we  get 
through  with  Mr.  Mulhall's  direct  testimonj  and  cross-examination. 
If  }ie  will  tell  his  friends  to  keep  in  touch  with  him,  so  that  they  may 
telegraph  him  when  we  can  he$tr  him,  that  is  all  that  can  be  done. 

Senator  Reed.  The  next  is  No.  4208. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  seems  to  consist  only  of  several  newspaper 
clippings. 

Senator  Reed.  It  seems  to  be  a  newspaper  clipping  announcing 
the  election  of  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  succeed  J.  W.  Van  Cleave  in  the 
presidency  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Association.  I  do  not  see 
any  use  m  identifying  it,  or  doing  anvthing  further  with  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  several  newspaper  clippings. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  several  of  them  here.  They  are  merely 
newspaper  clippings.  I  want  to  read  one  part,  because  it  appears  to 
relate  to  my  own  State.  It  is  from  the  Globe-Democrat  of  April  24, 
1909.  That  is  the  pencil  memorandum^  and  I  assume  that  is  correct. 
It  says: 

Ferdinand  C.  Schwedtman  was  elected  president  of  the  Citizens'  Industrial  Associa- 
tion of  St.  Louis  at  the  meeting  of  the  new  board  of  directors  at  the  Mercantile  Club 
yesterday  afternoon.  He  succeeds  J.  W.  Van  Cleave,  who  refused  to  run  again  for 
the  presidency,  but  accepted  the  chairmanship  of  the  advisory  committee. 

Then  following  is  this: 

Mr.  Schwedtman  was  secretarv  of  the  association  since  its  organization  in  1903. 
The  other  officers  elected  yesterday  are: 

First  vice  president,  Robert  McCuUoch;  second  vice  president,  Greorge  J.  Tansey; 
third  vdce  president,  H.  W.  Peters;  members  of  executive  and  finance  committee, 
Fred  Adam.  A.  A.  Allen,  Panl  Bakewell,  W.  A.  Bonsack,  James  M.  Breckenridge, 
J.  Charles  Cabanne,  Forrest  Fergrson,  E.  F.  Goltra,  Anthony  Ittner,  E.  E.  Koken, 
John  F.  Lee,  John  E.  McKinney,  H.  L.  Parker,  A.  J.  Siegel,  C.  M.  Skinner,  J.  E.  Smith, 
George  Q.  Thornton,  R.  E.  Tommerson,  W.  B.  Wells,  Henry  Wood,  E.  M.  Woolger, 
Rev.  Dr.  George  Rowland  Dodson. 

I  have  personal  reasons  for  reading  that. 

Mr.  Chairman,  if  these  newspaper  clippings  are  properly  dated  in 
the  margin,  then  they  are  entirely  out  of  place  at  this  point  in  the 
record,  and  should  be  transferred. 

Senator  Walsh.  Of  course  Mr.  Van  Cleave  was  dead  long  before 
that  time. 

The  Chairman.  They  maj  be  transferred  to  their  proper  place. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4209  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  want  to  call  attention  to  this  sentence: 

I  agree  with  you  that  this  is  a  serious  situation  and  will  require  prompt  and  decisive 
action  on  the  part  of  our  association  and  the  National  Council  for  Industrial  Defense  if 
anything  is  to  be  done. 

That  is  in  answer  to  the  ColoneFs  letter. 
No.  4210  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Boudinot  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
.  Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Mt  Dear  CoLoyEL:  Inclosed  please  find  treasury  check  No.  7469  for  1122.89,  as 
per  account  rendered  to  April  22.    This  restores  your  $150. 

What  does  that  mean,  "restores  your  $150?" 
Mr.  Mulhall.  They  kept  SI 50  in  advance,  so  that  I  would  have 
money  all  the  while. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  421 1^  4212  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr, 
Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MxJLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

My  Dear  Bird:  Your  very  nice  letter  of  April  24  received,  and  many  thanks  for 
the  same. 

I  have  been  very  busy  for  the  last  few  days,  as  House  bill  5970  almost  scared  me  into 
a  fit,  but  we  have  got  busy  on  this  measure  from  the  start  and  up  to  the  present  have 
met  with  a  great  deal  of  success.  Mr.  Lloyd  attempted  to  railroad  this  bill  through, 
aided  by  some  of  the  insurgents  of  the  Senate,  but  for  the  past  few  davs  they  have  found 
that  they  are  up  against  a  stiff  fight  and  we  have  taken  a  great  deal  of  the  fight  out  of 
them.  Frank  Morrison,  secretary  of  the  American  Federation  of  Labor,  was  to  have  a 
hearing  on  this  bill  on  Thursday  the  27th  instant,  but  we  have  had  Mr.  Morrison's 
hearing  set  back  until  some  day  next  week,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  that  it  will 
be  set  back  again  before  that  time. 

Yesterday  1  saw  four  prominent  members  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Committee, 
the  committee  that  has  this  bill  in  charge,  and  they  assured  me  that  we  will  f^et  all 
the  time  we  wanted  upon  this  measure  and  as  many  hearings  as  necessary,  so  this  will 
give  us  time  to  do  all  the  pounding  we  wish  to  do,  and  I  am  under  the  impression  it 
might  not  come  up  at  this  extra  session  at  least.  I  saw  several  leaders  of  tne  Senate 
and  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  our  high  officials  of  the  Government  to  meet  him  at  his 
home  upon  tliis  matter,  and  I  have  been  assiu-ed  by  leaders  of  the  Senate  side  that  this 
bill  will  not  become  a  law. 

I  hope  our  people  will  not  get  too  confident  on  account  of  assurances  I  am  sending  in 
this  letter,  for  I  feel  that  this  is  our  opportunity  to  show  our  strength  and  give  them  a 
thoroughly  good  pounding  while  we  are  at  it,  for  if  we  do  it  now,  in  my  opinion  we  will 
not  have  to  do  it  later  on  when  they  bring  up  their  eight-hour  bill  and*  injunction  bills. 
So  I  hope  that  our  organizations  will  get  busy  all  over  the  country  and  let  Mr.  Lloyd 
and  Mr.  Clark  and  Mr.  Underwood,  and  other  leaders  of  the  Democratic  Party  know 
that  Gompers  is  not  supreme  at  the  present  time. 

I  called  on  the  Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  Joseph  Stewart,  and  I  find  that 
he  will  render  any  aid  he  possibly  can  to  defeat  this  bill.  I  made  an  engagement  for 
Mr.  Emery  for  Tnursday,  to  meet  him,  and  last  evening  I  called  on  Hon.  Chjurles  J. 
Bonaparte,  ex-Attorney  General  of  the  United  States,  who  is  president  of  the  Civil 
Service  Reform  Lea^e,  and  got  him  going  against  this  bill  also.  I  gave  Mr.  Bona- 
parte a  copy  of  the  bill  and  fuDy  talked  over  the  matter  with  him. 

I  will  continue  to  keep  you  posted. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  want  to  ask  a  question  about  this.  You  say 
in  this  letter,  "  Yesterdaj  I  saw  four  prominent  members  of  the  Civu 
Service  Reform  Committee,  the  committee  that  has  this  bill  in 
charge/' 

Wnat  four  members  did  you  see  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  saw  the  chairman  of  the  committee  on  several 
diflferent  occasions. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  Mr.  Lloyd  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  not  Mr.  Lloyd,  but  the  chairman  of  the 
Civil  Service  Reform  Committee. 

The  Chairman.  Mr.  Godwin  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Godwin;  yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  tnat  the  committee  that  had  this  bill  in 
charge  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  whom  else  did  you  see  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  can  not  just  recall  the  names  at  the  present  time, 
Senator,  but  I  guess  my  reports  will  show  who  they  were. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  say  here,  ^^I  saw  several  leaders  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  I  had  a  letter  from  one  of  our  high  officials  of  the  Government 
to  meet  him  at  his  home  upon  this  matter.'* 

Who  was  that  high  official  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  Vice  President  of  the  United  States. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  Sherman  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  Where  were  jou  to  meet  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  met  him  at  his  home. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  go  and  meet  him? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  what  transpired? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  had  a  short  interview  with  him,  and  he  got  me 
into  his  motor  car  and  we  rode  down  as  far  as  the  office  at  the  Union 
Trust  Building.  He  dropped  me  there,  but  he  told  me  he  would  see 
the  President,  and  that  that  bill  would  not  go  through.  I  reported 
those  facts  to  Mr.  Emery. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all,  is  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Well,  you  asked  me  what  transpired,  and  I  am 
telling  you  what  transpired  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  did  you  mean  by  this  expression: 

So  I  hope  that  our  oi^ganizations  will  get  busy  all  over  the  country  and  let  Mr.  Lloyd 
and  Mr.  Clark  and  Mr.  Underwood,  and  other  leaders  of  the  Democratic  Party  know 
that  Gompers  is  not  supreme  at  the  present  time. 

What  did  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  was  to  send  in  protests,  by  telegrams  and 
letters,  protesting  against  that  bill,  which  I  believe  was  done. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  what  you  meant  by  that  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  letting  them  know  that  Mr.  Gompers  was 
not  supreme  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4213  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Schwedt- 
man? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is  altogether  unimportant  here. 

No.  4214  is  a  copy  of  a  part  of  a  letter  to  Schwedtman,  is  it  not? 

Senator  Nelson.  Have  you  got  the  beginning  of  that  letter. 
Senator  ? 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  not.     This  is  the  only  part  I  have  got. 

Senator  Nelson.  Perhaps  he  can  identify  it. 
•   Mr.  Mulhall.  It  looks  as  if  it  was  gotten  up  at  our  office,  but  I 
am  not  sure  without  seeing  the  head  of  the  letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  initials  on  the  lower  left  hand  comer  seem 
to  indicate  that  it  is  yours. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir;  I  notice  the  initials  here. 

Senator  Nelson.  ''MMM/G:' 

Mr.  Mulhall.  The  G  is  the  initial  of  ]Mrs.  Gould,  the  stenographer. 
1  should  say  it  was  a  letter  I  wrote  to  Mr.  Schwedtman — a  part  of  a 
letter. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  read  the  following  from  No.  4214: 

District,  against  Gompers  and  of  the  Gompers' s  ring. 

What  did  you  mean  by  Gompers's  ring  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  the  American  Federation  of  Labor. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  called  that  Gompers 's  ring? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  might  have  had  a  nice  way  of  designating  it, 
according  to  some  of  the  members  of  that  association,  but  that  would 
be  a  mild  way  to  put  it. 
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Senator  Nelson.  You  also  say  in  this  letter: 

I  talked  with  Mr.  Emery  to-day  about  this  matter,  and  find  that  he  has  never  got 
any  assistance  from  the  Manufacturers'  Association  in  his  campaigns  or  any  organiza- 
tion of  that  kind  that  I  know  of  for  the  past  six  years. 

Is  that  true  ? 

Senator  Reed.  To  what  does  that  refer  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  like  to  know  to  what  it  refers. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  your  letter.  Senator  Reed  has  it.  I 
call  your  attention  to  the  second  paragraph,  which  I  have  just  read. 

Senator  Reed.  And  I  call  attention  to  the  language  which  imme- 
diately precedes  it,  in  which  it  is  said: 

I  know  of  no  assistance  that  has  been  given  to  Mr.  Mudd  in  his  district  outside  of 
what  little  has  been  given  to  him  by  the  Workingmen's  Protective  Association  of 
Baltimore. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  referring  to  Mr.  Mudd,  I  believe? 
Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4215  a  letter  which  vou  received  from  Mr. 
Bird  ?  \ 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  I  read  this  portion  of  that  letter. 

I  have  your  letter  of  April  26,  and  from  it  I  judge  that  you  are  certainly  giving  the 
situation  that  now  confronts  you  in  Washington  careful  and  persistent  attention.  I 
am  too  old  now  to  believe  in  anything  and  certainly  should  not  express  any  confident 
assurances  in  reference  to  any  contemplated  action  by  the  Sixty-second  Congress. 

I  am  pleased  to  have  you  advise  me  on  this  matter  and  shall  await  further  advices 
with  great  interest. 

Is  No.  4216  a  letter  which  you  received  from  Mr.  Kirby? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  the  26th  in  which  you  correct  the  "roster  " 
of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family,  and  with  which  you  enclosed  copy  of  your  letter  to 
Mr.  Bird  of  same  date. 

I  wish  that  I  might  have  received  your  letter  a  few  days  earlier  that  a  correct  and 
complete  statement  of  the  Wilson  family's  great  service  to  the  Nation  might  have  been 
correctly  printed  in  the  Montgomery  County  Report  which  came  out  yesterday  and 
of  whicn  I  am  sending  you  a  copy.    There  is  one  daughter  shy. 

What  Wilson  is  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  William  Wilson,  of  the  fifteenth  Pennsylvania 
district,  and  at  the  present  time  the  Secretary  of  the  Department  of 
Labor. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  do  you  mean  by  this  expression: 

in  which  you  correct  the  "roster"  of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  did  not  quite  catch  that. 
Senator  Nelson.  You  do  not  know  to  what  that  refers? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  I  did  not  quite  catch  the  question. 
Senator  Nelson.  I  will  read  it  again.     [Reading:] 

My  Dear  Colonel:  This  is  to  acknowledge  receipt  of  yours  of  the  26th  in  which 
you  correct  the  "  roster ''  of  the  celebrated  wSson  family  and  with  which  you  inclosed 
copy  of  your  letter  to  Mr.  Bird  of  same  date. 

What  is  the  ^'roster''  of  the  celebrated  Wilson  family? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  Mr.   Wilson's  appointments  or  supposed 
appointments  in  his  Committee  on  Labor. 
Senator  Nelson.  Of  his  own  family  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Whom  did  he  have  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  had  his  daughter,  and  I  was  given  to  understand 
by  a  prominent  Member  of  Congress  that  he  had  another  member  of 
the  family,  but  I  afterwards  found  out  that  that  was  wrong  and  cor- 
rected it. 

Senator  Nelson.  Then,  there  is  this  expression: 

There  is  one  daughter  shy. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Kirby  said  that  there  was  one  daughter  shy. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  That  is  the  reason.  Mr.  Kirby  is  quoting  from  my 
report. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4217  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Schwedtman  to  you, 
is  it? 

,Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  of  importance  in 
that. 

No.  4218  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Earby? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4219  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you! 

Mt.  MuuiALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  which  he  says  that  he  is  gratified  at  your  con- 
fidence as  to  the  result  of  the  Lloyd  bill,  etc. 

Is  No.  4220  a  letter  which  was  written  by  Mr.  Lloyd  to  Mr.  McDer- 
mott,  and  turned  over  to  you? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  letter: 

House  op  Representatives  U.  S., 

Committee  on  Accounts, 

Washingtoriy  D,  C,  May  f ,  1911. 
Mr.  James  T.  McDermott, 

House  of  Representatives. 

My  Dear  McDermott:  I  think  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  secure  the  position 
for  Mr.  McMichaels  as  chief  page.  It  is  my  impression,  however,  that  some  other 
place  can  be  given  you,  not  so  desirable,  and  if  ne  wishes  to  take  that  you  can  ar- 
range it. 

Very  truly,  yours,  James  T.  Lloyd. 

Do  you  know  how  Mr.  McMichael  got  his  position  with  the  House? 
Do  you  know  whether  he  got  it  as  a  Democrat  or  a  Republican,  to 
start  with  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  got  it  as  a  Republican. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  McDermott  was  elected  as  a  Democrat  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  appears  from  this  that  Mr.  McDermott  was  try- 
ing to  have  a  place  maoe  by  Mr.  Lloyd  or  held  by  Mr.  Lloyd  for  this 
RepubUcan. 

Air.  Mulhall.  Yes.  I  tried  first  on  the  Republican  side,  through 
Mr.  Dwight.  I  brought  Mr.  McMichael  up  to  Mr.  Dwight's  home 
and  had  an  interview  with  him;  but  he  found  that  he  could  not  land 
Mr.  McMichael,  and  I  took  it  up  with  Mr.  McDermott,  and  he  secured 
me  the  place. 

Senator  Nelson.  About  how  old  is  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  should  judge  about  40  years  of  age. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Do  you  know  how  long  he  served  in  the  House  ? 

"Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  told  about  19  years. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mv  impression  is,  and  I  want  you  to  refresh  your 
recollection  about  it^  that  ne  was  a  page  in  the  House  when  I  served 
there,  away  back  in  the  Fiftieth  Congress,  but  I  am  not  sure.  Do  you 
have  any  recollection  of  that  ? 

Mi,  MULHALL.  I  have  no  memory  of  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  Congress  was  a  Democratic  Congress. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  know  that  he  states  himself — and  I  only  take  it 
from  what  he  states — that  he  was  appointed  by  General — the  old 
Member  from  Pennsylvania. 

Senator  NfiLSON.  Gen.  Bingham  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  a  Republican. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4221  is  an  envleope,  and  is  of  no  importance. 

No.  4222  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that  because  it  may  come  in  later: 

National  Association  of  Manutagtubbrs, 

New  York,  May  6, 1911, 

CoL  M.  M.  MULHALL, 

S9SS  Old  York  Road,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel  Mulhall:  I  am  incloeing  an  invitatioii  to  the  annual  convention 
and  dinner  of  our  association  on  May  15,  16,  and  17. 

No  doubt  you  will  be  on  hand  in  advance  of  the  convention,  and  I  shall  take  pleasure 
in  meeting  you  and  discussing  any  matters  you  have  in  mind  at  that  time. 
Yours,  very  truly, 

J.  P.  Bird,  General  Manager. 
JPB/LK. 

No.  4223  is  a  copy  of  an  account  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4224  is  a  copy  of  another  account^  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  One  follows  the  other. 

No.  4225  is  a  telegram  that  you  sent  to  Mr.  Emery,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  telegram  is  as  follows: 

Chairman  Godwin  says  he  will  continue  hearinss  until  after  our  convention.  You 
can  have  all  time  necessary.  Need  not  hurry  back.  Gen.  Stewart  made  great  speech 
before  committee  to-day.    Wire  your  itinerary  in  case  need. 

4226,  4227  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

Mt  Dear  Bird:  For  the  past  week  we  have  had  hearings  almost  every  day  upon 
the  Lloyd  bill.  There  has  been  one  of  the  greatest  labor  loboies  present  at  those  hear- 
ings that  I  have  ever  seen  in  Washington.  Several  of  their  labor  Congressmen,  headed 
b^  Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania;  Buchanan,  of  Illinois;  and  Kendall,  of  Iowa,  and  othen 
aiding  Gompers  and  Morrison  and  other  so-called  labor  leaders  upon  this  bill.  They 
are  make  a  very  stiff  fight,  but  I  am  positive  and  certain  that  their  fight  is  in  vain. 

Second  Assistant  Postmaster  General  Joseph  Stewart  has  made  one  of  the  stiffest 
fights  against  this  bill  that  I  have  ever  seen  put  up  by  a  Government  official.  For 
three  days  he  has  been  before  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Reform,  and  has  made 
one  of  the  grandest  appeals  against  this  bill  that  it  was  possible  to  make.  I  feel  tibat 
Gen.  Stewart's  work  will  compel  the  House  to  report  this  bill  imfavorable,  and  I  was 
informed  by  Chairman  Godwin  of  the  above  committee  to-day  that  we  could  have  all 
the  time  necessary  to  have  hearings  upon  this  bill,  so  we  are  steadily  gaining  ground 
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on  the  House  side,  and  we  are  already  positive  and  sure  that  we  have  this  hill  beaten 
on  the  Senate  side. 

Mr.  Emery  left  here  on  Saturday,  and  I  expect  to  be  extremely  busy  this  week. 

I  had  a  very  pleasant  interview  with  Mr.  Kirby  on  the  train  from  Washington  to 
Baltimore  last  Saturday,  and  before  taking  the  train  I  sent  you  a  registered  mail  bag 
^ith  20  bound  copies  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  the  United  States,  which  I  hope  you 
have  received  by  this  time.  I  sent  5  copies  to  the  Washington  office,  and  have  kept 
5  copies  for  myself,  which  I  intend  to  have  your  name,  Mr.  Boudinot's,  Mr.  Kirby  p. 
and  Judge  Spear's  placed  upon  the  outside  cover,  and  will  then  forward  them  to  you 
«ome  time  this  weeK.  The  20  copies  I  have  already  sent  you  vou  can  send  out  when 
you  feel  that  you  wish  to  do  so.  I  have  sent  in  the  mails  to-day  100  franks,  which  I 
8upj)08e  will  reach  you  to-morrow,  for  mailing  those  books,  and  the  additional  books 
which  I  promised  you  when  last  in  New  York  I  will  send  in  a  few  davs. 

The  Congressional  Directory  is  not  yet  out,  but  I  expect  there  will  be  some  out  of 
the  Printing  Office  this  week. 

No.  4228  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  the  following  portion  of  that : 

I  have  your  letter  of  May  8th,  with  inclosure,  your  expense  accounts  to  May  6th,  and 
I  note  what  you  say  in  reference  to  your  activity  in  connection  with  the  Lloyd  bill. 
I  have  watched  the  newspaper  reports  of  this  very  carefully.  If  it  is  possible  for  our 
organization  to  defeat  this  measure,  I  think  we  will  have  accomplisned  one  of  the 
greatest  pieces  of  work  in  the  history  of  the  organization. 

I  duly  received  the  bag  with  the  20  bound  copies  of  the  Criminal  Code  of  the  United 
States,  and  it  is  my  intention  to  select  a  number  of  gentlemen  to  present  these  to. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  was  your  object  in  sending  out  so  many 
copies  of  the  Criminal  Code  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  At  the  request  of  the  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  know  but  you  had  some  ulterior 
purpose. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4229  is  a  hotel  bill. 

4230,  4231  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  In  which  you  say  that  you  have  been  anxious  to 
talk  with  him  about  some  matters,  and  speak  about  the  Lloyd  bill, 
and  in  which  there  is  the  following: 

Our  old  friend,  Hughes,  introduced  a  new  eight-hour  bill  here  on  Tuesday,  and  has 
already  notified  me  uat  ne  is  going  to  have  it  passed  at  this  session.  He  made  this 
remark  in  a  joking  wav,  but  I  tnink  he  will  find  that  it  will  be  more  than  a  joke  on  his 
side  to  push  it  through,  and  it  will  mean  good,  hard  work  for  him  if  he  succeeds. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  desire  to  read  the  foUowing  from  letter  4230, 
4231 : 

We  have  had  a  very  stiff  fight  all  week  on  the  House  side  upon  the  Lloyd  bUl.  Mr. 
Gompers  admitted  before  the  Committee  on  Civil  Service  Keform  yesterday  that  he 
was  so  deeply  interested  in  this  bill  that  he  canceled  an  engagement  to  speak  at  the 
World's  Peace  Commission  Convention,  which  was  held  last  week  in  Baltimore,  and 
that  this  matter  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  his  oiganixation. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4232  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Fred  Dwight  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  was  he  ? 
.    Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  whip  of  the  House  at  that  time. 

Senator  Walsh.  Oh,  no;  not  that  Dwight. 

Senator  Nelson.  This  is  away  up  in  Maine — probably  has  some 
connection  with  the  Plunderer. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Oh,  Fred  Dwight.  That  is  Mr.  Littlefield's  man- 
ager. One  is  John  and  the  other  is  Fted.  I  did  not  quite  catch  the 
name. 
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Senator  Reed.  No.  4233  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  4232. 

4234,  4235  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  tnat  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Donohue  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  4236,  4237  is  a  duplicate  of  4234,  4235. 

No.  4238  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  the  following  from  that  letter: 

I  got  in  touch  with  the  Washington  office  bv  phone  and  with  some  Washington 
friends  and  kept  track  of  the  situation.  I  wired  Mr.  Emery,  at  Atlantic  City,  of  my 
sickness,  and  on  Monday  I  was  able  to  get  over  here  and  have  been  quite  busy  since 
on  the  Lloyd  bill,  because  they  started  nearings  again  this  morning. 

The  labor  people  brought  the  president  of  the  Postal  Clerks*  Union  to  this  city,  a  Mr. 
Van  Dyke,  and  ne  had  a  hearing  before  the  committee  lasting  all  forenoon.  After  Mr. 
Van  Dyke  was  through,  I  managed  to  have  a  postponement  of  the  committee  until  the 
27th  instant,  when  Mr.  Emery  will  have  a  hearing  before  the  committee. 

Congress  will  adjourn  to-day  until  Saturday  morning. 

No.  4239  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Kirby  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

(At  3.45  o'clock  p.  m.  the  subcommittee  took  an  informal  recess.) 
(The  subcommittee  reassembled  at  3.5S  o'clock  p.  m.) 

Senator  Reed.  I  had  identified  No.  4239.  I  read  this  from  that 
letter: 

I  thought  I  would  drop  you  a  short  note  to  let  you  know  what  the  situation  is  here  at 
the  present  time  and  which  in  my  opinion  is  extremely  good .  I  can  almost  positively 
state  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legislation  at  this  extra  session.  We  are  still  fighting 
the  Lloyd  bill.  They  started  hearings  upon  that  bill  again  this  morning,  and  we  haa 
the  committee  postpone  further  hearings  until  Saturday  morning,  when  Mr.  Emery 
will  talk  before  the  committee  and  against  that  bill. 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  calling  at  the  room  of  the  Committee  on  Labor  yesterday  morn- 
ing and  I  run  into  Miss  Agnes  Wilson,  clerk  of  that  committee,  and  I  never  saw  a  female 
so  mad  in  my  life  as  she  apparently  was.  There  were  other  members  of  the  Wil- 
son family  present,  but  Miss  Wilson  went  entirely  out  of  her  road  to  condemn  you 
for  the  attack  which  she  claims  that  you  made  upon  her  family  at  our  convention  in 
New  York.  I  should  hate  to  put  on  paper  what  tni.s  voung  lady  said,  but  I  told  her  I 
was  surprised  to  hear  her  use  such  language,  for  I  told  her  tlmt  1  was  sure  you  said  noth- 
ing in  your  speech  at  New  York  that  was  not  the  official  acts  of  her  father  and  that 
any  taxpayer  had  a  perfect  right  to  criticize  his  public  doings. 

You  certainly  stirred  up  the  laboritea  at  the  last  convention,  and  where  we  used  to 

Set  a  cold  reception  before  we  get  nothing  now  only  cold,  stony  stares,  and  when  I  asked 
liss  Wilson  on  Monday  if  there  would  be  any  hearings  before  her  committee  for  the 
coming  week  or  10  days  she  positively  refused  to  answer. 

I  will  pass  on  to  the  next.     No.  424;)  is  what? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  An  expense  account. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4241  is  another  expense  account,  is  it  not? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examinint];  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  there  any  item  in  any  of  these  expense  accounts, 
Colonel,  to  which  you  want  to  call  attention  ? 

The  Chairman.  There  is  an  incidental  expense  there  of  $16.     , 

Senator  Walsil  And  there  is  an  item  there  of  $4  for  dinner  for 
yourself  and  Congressman  McDermott  and  friends. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  w^ant  to  call  attention  to  two  things  in  those  two 
accounts.  There  is  an  item  ot  incidental  expenses,  and  also  there  is 
an  item  of  dinner  for  McDermott  and  friends  at  the  hotel. 

Senator  Reed.  The  incidental  expense  item  is  in  No.  4240,  is  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  is  the  other  item  ? 

Senator  Walsh.  That  is  hi  No.  4241. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  see.     It  is  as  follows: 

May  11.  Dinner  for  eelf  and  Congressman  McDermott  and  friends  at  hotel,  $4. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  was  not  giving  him  much  of  a  layout. 

Senator  Walsh.  Did  you  want  to  say  something  about  the  inci- 
dental-expense item  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  There  were  $10  of  that  incidental  expenses 
that  I  passed  over  to  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Walsh.  He  borrowed  the  money? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  ask  really  for  a  loan,  or  did  he  ask  you  if 
you  had  any  money  about  you,  or  how  did  he  do  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  1  can  hardljr  explain  that  unless  you  had  run  up 
a£;ainst  Mr.  McDermott  and  his  way  of  doing  business.  I  will  state 
that  once  I  pulled  out  my  whole  roll,  which  was  at  Fritz  Reuter's 
Hotel,  and  he  took  the  whole  roll.  I  thought  I  was  going  to  get 
some  of  it  back,  but  I  never  did. 

Senator  Reed.  How  much  was  in  the  roll  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  $36. 

Senator  Nelson.  He  was  probably  broke  at  that  time. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  never  saw  him  otherwise. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4242  is  what  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  A  letter  from  Mr.  Emery 
to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4243  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  would  like  to  ask  one  question,  if  you  will 
allow  me,  Senator  Reed,  in  reference  to  that  roll  of  $36.  i  ou  say 
you  gave  him  a  roll  of  $36.  Did  you  charge  it  up  to  the  Manufac- 
turers' Association? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  No;  I  said  I  did  not  give  him 
the  roll;  he  took  the  roll. 

Senator  Nelson.  Grabbed  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  just  scraped  it  out  of  my  hand. 

Senator  Nelson.  Swiped  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Well,  I  should  say  swiped  it;  yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  mean  to  say  you  never  in  any  way  charged 
that  up  to  the  Manufacturers '  Association  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  I  don't  believe  I  ever  charged  up  any  money  that 
was  loaned,  to  that  organization,  or  any  expenses  of  my  wife  while 
she  was  traveling  with  me,  or  any  of  her  expenses. 

Senator  Nelson.  Mr.  McDermott  must  nave  been  a  pretty  heavy 
drain  on  you,  then. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  For  the  information  he  furnished — well,  it  was  like 
the  Gardner  campaign,  I  guess  we — I  ^ess  I  got  my  money's  worth. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4244  is  a  letter  that  Mr.  Emery  wrote  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  were  hundreds  of  books  and  documents  sent 
out.  [After  examining  No.  4244.]  Yes;  it  is  a  letter  that  Mr.  Emery 
wrote  me. 

Senator  Reed.  4245,  4246  appears  to  be  another  expense  account  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  I  call  attention  now  to  the  following  item: 

May  26.  Breakfast  in  New  York  Citv 11.00 

Dinner  in  New  York  City  for  self 85 

Supper  for  self  and  one  at  Hotel  Imperial 4. 00 

For  entertaining  Mr.  McDermott  from  8  p.  m.  to  1  a.  m 6. 00 
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Senator  Nelson.  You  got  off  cheap. 

The  Chaibman.  That  was  a  pretty  long  dinner,  from  8  until  1 
o'clock. 

Senator  Reed.  You  did  expend  that  money  with  Mr.  McDermott  ? 
]Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  he  was  doing  in  New  York  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  he  was  on  his  tour  to  Connecticut  to  build 
the  airship. 

Senator  Reed.  Getting  down  to  serious  business,  in  regard  to  that 
airship,  were  they  actuaUy  up  there  trying  to  build  an  airship  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  This  Mr.  Murphy  was  a  well-known  pat- 
entee. He  was  the  party  who  got  up  the  patent  on  the  third  rail  and 
sold  it  for  $2,000,000. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  what  he  claimed  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  guess  he  did.  And  he  claimed  he  was  building  an 
airship  that  would  not  capsize,  and  they  took  it  to  Connecticut,  and 
I  believe,  as  I  stated  before,  they  got  about  $10,000  of  credit  and  then 
came  near  getting  mobbed  and  lit  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Any  way,  the  airship  was  an  actuality;  that  is, 
I  mean  the  building  of  something  that  was  designed  to  fly  ? 

Ikfr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir;  they  attempted  it,  but  could  not  get  money 
to  go  through  with  it. 

^nator  Reed.  4247,  4248  is  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered 
this  association,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Reed.  No.  4249,  4250  appears  to  be  a  copy  of  a  letter  you 
wrote  Mr.  Bird.     Is  that  correct  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
Senator  Walsh.  This  reads : 

For  the  past  three  days  I  have  been  back  on  the  job  and  I  find  things  just  about 
as  I  left  them. 

Senator  Reed.  Let  me  ask  a  preliminary  question. 

There  was  some  little  time,  I  take  it  from  that  account,  that  you 
had  been  ill  at  home. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  I  had  been  ill  for  quite  a  while.     I  had  a 
complete  breakdown.     I  almost  died,  and  I  suppose  some  were  sorry 
I  did  not. 
.  Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  this : 

For  the  past  three  days  I  have  been  back  on  the  job,  and  I  find  things  just  about  as 
I  left  them,  with  the  exception  that  lately  things  are  looking  a  little  bri^ter.  I  had 
a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Godwin,  chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Reform  Committee, 
on  Monday,  and  he  informed  me  that  he  would  not  report  the  Lloyd  bill  at  this  session. 

WTien  I  was  in  Philadelphia  on  my  visits  to  and  from  New  York  when  I  saw  you  last, 
I  cillled  at  the  head  Quarters  of  several  organizations  and  asked  them  to  ask  for  hearings 
upon  the  Lloyd  bill  and  to  have  the  dates  set  back  as  far  as  possible.  A  number  of 
the  Philadelphia  organizations  have  done  as  requested,  and  Mr.  Lloyd  informed  me 
yesterday  that  the  hearings  would  continue  along  and  he  was  positive  that  there 
would  be  no  report  made  on  this  bill  at  this  extra  session.  In  addition  to  this,  the 
House  will  adjourn  to-day  for  two  weeks  and  the  only  branch  of  Congress  in  session 
will  be  the  Senate  for  some  time . 

I  know  you  will  see  by  the  press  that  the  wool  bill  is  out  of  the  way  in  the  House, 
and  they  will  yotejto-day  upon  the  direct  election  of  Senators  bill.  This  will  be  pushed 
throuj^h  at  this  session  to-day  and  after  that  the  House  will  adjourn  for  two  weeks. 

While  I  was  ill  I  sent  for  Mr.  McMichael  and  instructed  him  as  to  what  we  wanted 
done  in  relation  to  organizing  the  bureau  of  information.    I  gave  him  the  names  of  a 
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large  number  of  Congressmen  that  he  could  see  who  would  help  him  out  with  docu- 
ments or  information  or  anything  he  wanted  while  I  was  absent  from  this  city.  Mr. 
McMichael  has  done  a  lot  of  work  for  the  past  four  weeks  and  has  gotten  things  in  first- 
class  shape  as  far  as  our  bureau  of  information  is  concerned.  We  are  able  now  to  give 
the  congressional  record  of  any  Member  of  the  House  or  Senate  upon  the  vote  of  any 
bill  that  comes  before  Congress  and  the  remarks  of  the  Members  upon  the  same.  In 
addition  to  this,  we  can  send  out  any  documents  published  by  the  Government  or  by 
Congress,  and  it  matters  not  how  far  back  a  bill  has  be€m  voted  upon,  we  can  produce 
the  bill  and  the  action  taken  by  the  Members  of  Congress  thereon. 

I  am  fully  convinced  that  this  is  one  of  the  best  moves  that  has  been  made  by  our 
association  since  we  have  oiganized  in  this  city  to  oppose  labor  legislation,  and  I  am 
hugely  pleased  that  you  and  Mr.  Kirby  have  approved  of  it,  for  I  know  from  experi- 
ence mat  the  principal  hold  that  the  labor  unions  have  got  upon  the  Members  of  Con- 
gress is  by  continually  keeping  before  the  constituents  of  the  different  Members  of 
the  House  and  Senate,  in  their  district,  their  voting  record  upon  labor  measures  and 
bills  that  come  before  Congress.  The  labor  unions,  as  far  as  active  political  work  is 
concerned,  have  never  been  a  success  to  any  great  extent,  but  they  have  been  success- 
ful in  scaring  the  Members  by  continually  sending  out  their  voting  record . 

We  have  a  room  in  the  Capitol  at  the  present  time,  and  we  have  fully  supplied  it  with 
working  material  without  cost  to  our  association,  which  I  hope  to  have  tne  pleasure  of 
explaining  to  you  some  day  this  week. 

I  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  before  he  left  here  on  Tuesday,  and  Mr. 
Emery  now  is  convinced  that  what  I  have  been  reporting  to  yourself  and  Mr.  Kirby 
all  along  are  facts,  and  that  there  will  be  no  labor  legijtlation  at  this  session  and  there 
will  be  very  few  labor  bills  voted  upon  at  the  regular  session  of  Congress  when  it  meets 
next  winter,  for  the  leaders  of  both  parties  have  already  drawn  up  a  program  which 
they  intend  to  force  through  if  it  i  possible  to  do  so. 

I  am  requested  to  come  to  Philaoelphia  on  Thursday  to  see  some  friends  who  are 
anxious  to  meet  me,  and  so  I  will  be  in  New  York  on  Friday,  and  if  you  are  there  I 
would  be  greatly  pleased  if  you  would  give  me  a  short  interview. 

Senator  Reed.  Now,  Mr.  Mulhall,  we  have  had  some  reference  to 
this  room  that  you  had  at  the  Capitol,  and  in  this  letter,  which  Is 
dated  June  21,  1911,  you  state: 

We  have  a  room  in  the  Capitol  at  the  present  time,  and  we  are  fully  provided  with 
working  material,  without  cost  to  our  association,  which  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure 
of  explaining  to  you  some  day  this  week. 

Where  was  that  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  on  this  side  of  the  Capitol,  on  the  third  floor. 

Senator  Reed.  Upstairs  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  down. 

The  Chairman.  Do  you  mean  it  was  in  the  terrace  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  you  enter  frofn  the  terrace  into  that  floor  and 
go  up  a  few  steps 

Senator  Reed.  Taking  this  floor  we  are  on  as  the  first  floor  of  the 
building,  there  are  upon  that  side  of  the  Capitol  you  refer  to  two 
stories  below  this  one,  are  there  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  got  that  room  for  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  you  know  what  use  the  room  had  been  put  to; 
that  is,  to  what  use  it  was  assigned  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  For  him  ? 

Senator  Reed.  No;  whether  the  room  had  any  designation,  or 
anything  of  that  sort  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  understood  from  Mr.  McDermott  it  was  a  room 
he  was  given  to  use  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on  Agriculture,  and 
he  turned  it  over  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  And  about  when,  with  reference  to  the  date  of  this 
letter,  which,  as  I  have  said,  is  June  21,  1911,  did  he  turn  it  over  to 
you? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  must  have  been  about  a  week  or  10  days  previous 
to  that  letter,  if  I  am  not  mistaken. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  put  any  employees  in  that  room  to  stay 
there  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Mr.  McMichael  frequently  reported  to  me;  and  there 
was  a  young  woman  by  the  name  of  Miss  Mason  who  used  to  come 
there  and  take  my  letters  and  then  take  them  to  her  office  and  write 
them. 

Senator  Reed.  Describe  that  room;  I  mean  with  reference  to  its 
places  of  exit  or  entrance. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  There  were  three  ways,  I  believe,  of  getting  out  of 
the  room.  It  had  a  large  door  at  the  back  that  led  into  a  kmd  of  a 
back  hallway,  and  another  door  leading  into  the  room  next  to  it,  and 
then  the  door  out  on  the  corridor  it  was  on. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  might  take  us  over  and  show  it  to  us  when 
we  have  time. 

ilr.  Mulhall.  I  will  be  glad  to  do  so. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  in  a  secluded  part  of  the  building  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  entirely  secluded;  the  least  frequented  part. of 
the  building  I  know  of. 

Senator  Reed.  You  say  that  Mr.  McDermott  turned  it  over  to  you  ? 

Sir.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  he  turn  it  over  to  you  in  person,  or  did  he  turn 
it  over  to  Mr.  McMichael? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  turned  it  over  to  me  and  told  Mr.  McMichael  to 
get  me  a  key,  and  Mr.  McMichael  furnished  me  a  key. 

Senator  Reed.  Have  you  ever  seen  Mr.  McMichael  in  that  room? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  With  the  exception  of  this  young  lady  who  came 
there  occasionally  to  take  dictation,  was  there  anybody  wno  remained 
permanently  in  the  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  put  in  the  room  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  There  was  a  typewriter  furnished,  and  all  type- 
writing material;  and,  as  I  statea,  an  outfit  for  doing  typewntmg 
work. 

The  Chairman.  Stationery? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  What  stationery  was  it  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  It  was  plain  paper — copying  paper. 

The  Chairman.  Did  it  nave    House  of  Representatives''  on  it? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  I  believe  there  was  some  of  Mr.  McDermott's  paper 
that  was  used  there  at  different  times,  if  I  am  not  mistaken.  I  am 
not  sure  of  that. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  meet  other  parties  in  the  jroom? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes;  i  met  Mr.  Coudrey  there  on  different  oc- 
casions. 

The  Chairman.  Who  was  he? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  was  a  member  from  the  twelfth  Missouri 
district. 

The  Chairman.  Whom  else  did  you  meet  there? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Mr.  McMichael,  Mr.  Coudrey,  and  Mr.  McDermott. 
Mr.  McDermott  did  not  want  me  to  use  the  room  generally,  except 
for  meeting  himself  and  Mr.  McMichael ;  but  when  I  was  pnoning  to 
St.  Louis  I  used  that  room  in  Mr.  Coudrey's  behalf. 
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Senator  Reed.  Was  Mr.  Coudrey  a  Member  of  Congress  in  1911  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  think  he  was.     In  June,  1911? 

Senator  Reed.  Yes. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  think  we  had  that  room  before  that  date. 

Senator  Reed.  You  do  not  remember  just  when  you  first  got  it, 
then? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  am  not  sure  ot  that.  I  am  not  sure  whether  it 
was  in  that  room  or  in  the  room  next  to  it  that  I  done  the  telephoning. 
There  are  two  rooms  right  adjoining  each  other,  that  were  used  by 
Mr.  McDermott.  I  am  not  sure  which  it  was  of  the  two  rooms  that 
I  done  the  phoningirom  at  the  present  time. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  have  access  to  both  of  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir.  Before  the  room  was  regularly  assigned 
to  me  I  had  access  to  those  rooms  frequently,  but  did  not  have  it 
turned  over  to  me  for  use. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  you  get  that  room  for?  What  did  you 
want  a  room  in  the  Capitol  for? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  tooK  it  on  the  advice  of  Mr.  McDermott.  When 
I  wanted  to  meet  him,  he  did  not  want  me  coming  to  his  office,  as  he 
was  afraid  the  labor  people  would  see  me  in  touch  with  him,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  good  idea  to  get  a  room,  and  so  when  I  wanted 
to  see  Mr.  McMichael  I  could  use  the  room  for  that  purpose.  He  did 
not  think  it  advisable  for  me  to  be  seen  chasing  Mr.  McMichael  around 
the  floor  or  going  in  and  out  of  his  office. 

Senator  Reed.  Whv  did  you  want  to  see  Mr.  McMichael  frequently  ! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  As  1  said,  he  kept  a  bureau  of  information. 

Senator  Reed.  What  kind  of  information  did  he  gather  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Any  kind  of  information  that  coula  be  picked  up  on 
the  floor.  There  were  little  slips  he  used  to  carry  to  me  to  the  room 
when  I  met  him  there,  and  also  the  workings,  or  any  information  be 
might  pick  up  on  the  floor  through  the  pages. 

Senator  Reed.  You  used  an  expression  that  I  did  not  quite  under- 
stand.  I  think  you  said  several  little  documents  that  were  picked 
up  on  the  floor.     Did  you  say  that  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  May  I  ask  one  question  before  you  go  into  that.? 
Mr.  Coudrey  was  not  a  Member  of  Congress  at  that  time? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  believe  he  was.  I  think,  on  the  matter  of 
Mr.  Coudrey,  I  will  say  I  had  the  use  of  those  rooms  in  a  sense,  but  I 
did  not  have  the  room  assigned  to  me. 

Senator  Reed.  Referring  to  the  expression  you  used  a  moment  ago, 
did  you  not  say  that  there  were  some  little  documents  that  had  been 
picked  up  on  tne  floor  ?  Did  you  mean  that  there  were  papers  picked 
HP,  or  information? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  slips  of  paper  that  Mr.  McMichael  carried 
to  me  about  the  workings  going  on  on  the  floor  of  the  House.  To 
illustrate,  he  kept  me  posted  on  how  the  Moon  bill  was  going  along, 
and  I  had  information  about  two  weeks  in  advance  of  a  rider  being 
put  on  the  sundry  civil  bill  by  Mr.  Kendall;  and  Mr.  Dwight,  the 
whip  of  the  House,  sent  out  cards  and  held  a  lot  of  Members  here 
untu  that  vote  was  due  on  the  floor  of  the  House. 

Senator  Reed.  Do  I  understand  you  correctly,  then,  that  Mr. 
McMichael  learned  some  two  weeks  in  advance  that  there  was  a 
rider  going  to  be  put  on  the  Moon  bill  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  that  is  what  I  mean. 
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Senator  Reed.  And  he  carried  that  information  to  you  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  And  you  then  ^ot  that  information  to  some  place, 
so  that  the  whip  of  the  House  held  the  Republican  Members  here  to 
defeat  that  rider  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  that  what  you  mean  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Let  me  fully  explain 

Senator  Reed.  What  was  that  Moon  bill  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  Moon  bill  was  in  regard  to  the  revision  of  the 
la^ws.     That  is  the  bill  they  were  trying  to  delay  at  that  time. 

Senator  Reed.  You  can  take  us  to  that  room  and  point  it  out 
to  us? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  sir. 

The  Chairman.  Did  vou  take  any  part  in  the  fight  of  Coudrey  for 
the  position  of  mayor  of  St.  Louis  ? 
Air.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir:  I  did  not. 

The  Chairman .  Was  he  not  running  for  mayor  about  that  timet 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir:  I  do  not  believe  he  was. 
Senator  Nelson.  In  this  letter  that  Senator  Reed  just  read,  the 
letter  of  yourself  to  Mr.  Bird,  you  state  this: 

For  I  know  from  experience  that  the  principal  hold  that  the  labor  unions  have 
got  upon  the  Members  of  Congress  is  by  continually  keeping  before  the  constituents 
of  the  different  Members  of  the  House  and  Senate,  in  their  district,  their  voting  record 
upon  labor  measures  and  bills  that  come  before  Congress. 

Is  that  true  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  that  is  so — ^what  I  wrote  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  That  is  a  custom  of  theirs.  They  publish  in 
different  congressional  districts  the  list  of  the  votes  of  the  Members. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  never  went  into  a  campaign  where  they  were  mak- 
ing a  fight  where  they  did  not  have  to  face  that  circumstance. 

Senator  Nelson.  1  know  in  Duluth,  in  a  labor  paper  there  last  fall, 
they  published  my  votes  on  all  labor  bills. 

Senator  Walsh.  You  did  not  find  anything  wrong  about  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  I  did  not.  I  think  that  is  a  fair  way  of 
fighting. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  it  not  a  good  deal  like  publishing  in  boycotting 
cases  what  they  call  an  unfair  list? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  not  say  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  Does  it  not  resemble  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  not  be  able  to  pass  on  that.  I  think  the 
boycott  is  a  different  system  of  fighting  entirely;  an  unfair  system,  I 
believe. 

Senator  Reed.  I  now  hand  you  No.  4253,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a 
letter  you  got  from  Mr.  McMicnael  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  This  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  House  of  Representatives,  dated  June  24,  1911. 

Senator  Nelson.  You  skipped  No.  4251,  4252. 

Senator  Reed.  Very  well.  I  will  hand  you  4251,  4252.  Is  that  a 
copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed.  I  read  this: 

Your  letters  in  relation  to  the  charts  and  matters  received,  and  at  the  earliest  pos- 
sible moment  Monday  morning  I  started  in  to  see  if  I  could  not  get  what  you  wanted. 
I  got  an  order  from  Congressman  McDermott  upon  the  Navy  Department  for  ^e 
barometers,  chronometers,  and  compass,  and  in  order  to  hurry  the  matter  up  I  took  the 
order  to  the  Navy  Department  myself,  and  they  referred  me  to  the  Geodetic  Survey- 
On  Monday  afternoon  I  was  requested  by  the  Commissioner  of  the  Geodetic  Survey 
to  have  Mr.  McDermott  write  a  letter  for  the  material  he  wanted.  I  saw  Mr.  McDer- 
mott, who  immediately  complied  with  the  request,  and  I  was  informed  this  morning 
that  the  charts  were  ready  for  delivery,  and  I  will  see  that  they  are  mailed  from  here 
to-morrow.  They  comprise  thirty  maps  and  charts  of  the  coast  from  New  York  to 
Maine.  The  barometer,  chronometer,  and  compass  they  stated  they  would  let  me 
know  about  either  to-day  or  to-morrow.  I  gave  orders  to  Mr.  McMichael  the  moment 
the^  came  to  ship  them  to  New  York,  and  he  will  see  that  the  charts  are  properly 
mailed  and  registered,  so  that  you  will  be  able  to  get  them  on  Saturday. 

The  Chairman.  Did  you  get  them  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Ye8. 

The  Chairman.  You  got  those  chronometers? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  did.  I  believe  they  were  sent.  If  I  am 
not  mistaken,  I  believe  lettei-s  further  on  will  show  that. 

Senator  Reed.  I  have  already  handed  you  No.  4253  to  be  identified, 
and  you  have  identified  it  as  a  letter  from  Mr.  McMichael.  I  had  read 
a  part  of  the  letterhead  when  I  was  interrupted.     I  will  continue: 

James  T.  McDermott,  Fourth  Illinois  District,  Washington,  D.  C,  June  24,  1911. 

House  op  Representatives,  U.  S., 

Committee  on  Agriculture, 

Washington  J  D.  C,  June  24^  1911, 
Col.  M.  M.  MuLHALL,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Colonel:  Unable  to  secure  the  chronometer,  barometer,  or  compass  for  Mr. 
Bird.    Have  sent  the  charts  showing  the  coast  from  New  York  to  Maine. 

Trusting  you  can  explain  this  to  him,  have  used  all  means  known  to  get  same,  but 
the  dept.  can  not  rive  tnem  out  now. 

Respectfully,  J.  H.  McMichael. 

Is  No.  4254  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Bird  % 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).     Yes. 
The  Chairman.  That  is  unimportant. 

Senator  Reed.  It  asks  him  to  send  to  Mr.  Frederick  H.  Beals, 
Plainfield  High  School,  Plainfield,  N.  J.,  some  farmers'  bulletins,  etc. 
Is  4255,  4256  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  this  association  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  It  is. 
Senator  Reed.  Here  is  the  last  item  under  date  of  June  25,  1911 : 

Incidental  expenses  whUe  doing  general  routine  work,  from  June  20  to  June  25, 
1911,  six  days,  inclusive,  |8. 

Do  you  know  whether  any  part  of  that  was  used  in  entertaining 
McDermott  and  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  About  this  time  I  used  to  meet  McMichael  and 
McDermott  about  twice  or  three  times  a  week  at  Fritz  Reuter's  Hotel, 
and  I  never  went  there  that  I  did  not  spend  money.  They  never 
paid  for  anything. 

Senator  Keed.  Is  No.  4257  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes,  sir. 
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Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

(4257.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  June  26^  191  J. 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  N.  A.  of  M.,  SO  Church  Street y  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Bird:  I  have  been  over  here  to-day  and  had  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Emery,  and  I  have  agreed  to  etay  in  Washington  until  Buch  time  as  we  can  get  this 
bureau  of  information,  of  which  I  have  been  speaking  to  you  about,  thoroughly  or- 
ganized. 

Senator  Nelson.  Please  stop  there. 

Senator  Reed.  Certainly. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  the  bureau  that  you  have  been  speaking 
about,  that  you  and  McDermott  and  McMichael  had  there  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  is  the  same  system  that  the  labor-imion 
organizations  used  to  have. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  that  what  you  referred  to? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  referred  to  that  in  this  letter. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  will  be  able  to  have  this  entire  affair  completed  by  the  let  of  the  month,  and  Mr. 
McMichael  and  I  will  have  it  in  first-class  running  shape,  and  all  I  stated  to  you  in 
New  York  last  Friday  can  be  easily  accomplished. 

Now,  can  you  tell  me  what  it  was  you  stated  to  Mr.  Bird  in  New 
York  you  could  accomplish  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  talked  to  Mr.  Bird  about  the  IJoyd  bill, 
and  also  about  the  starting  of  the  bureau  of  information.  I  felt 
positive  that  the  Lloyd  bill  would  not  go  through,  which  it  did  not, 
and  also  that  we  could  organize  the  bureau  of  information,  and  could 
be  in  thorough  touch  with  the  voting  on  the  floor  of  the  House  and 
the  records  of  the  Members. 

Senator  Reed.  Now  I  continue  reading: 

I  have  engaged  to-dav  as  a  stenographer  Mias  Irene  F.  Mason,  1303  N  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.  (.'.,  ana  I  have  told  her  that  she  can  start  on  the  third  day  of  July, 
and  that  when  I  am  not  present  in  the  city  she  will  be  under  Mr.  McMichael's  super- 
vision and  will  be  ready  to' take  any  orders  from  yovr  office  that  you  wish  to  send. 
I  wish  you  would  send  Miss  Mason  a  pay  check  to  the  above  address  every  two  weeks, 
as  you  do  to  myself,  for  I  woi  Id  rather  that  she  would  receive  her  pay  from  your  office 
than  for  me  to  pay  her  over  here.  If  this  meets  with  yoiir  approval,  I  wish  you  would 
answer  the  moment  you  receive  this,  for  I  want  to  show  Miss  Mason  the  letter  approv- 
ing of  my  engagement  of  her  services,  before  she  resigns  from  the  position  she  is  now 
holding. 

She  has  been  doing  my  work  in  Gould's  office  for  the  past  vear  and  a  half,  and  I 
find  her  a  first-class  stenographer  and  splendidly^  efficient  and  thoroughly  reliable. 

Her  father  is  a  resident  of  Mr.  Gardner's  district  and  lives  at  Vineland,  New  Jersey > 
and  is  a  first-class  political  worker,  and  if  we  need  his  help  for  any  futi  re  campaign, 
he  will  appreciate  very  much  the  favors  extended  to  his  dat  ghter. 

I  have  fixed  Miss  Mason's  salary  at  fifteen  dollars  ($15.00)  per  week,  and  I  know 
she  will  give  satisfaction.     So,  hoping  that  you  will  answer  tnis  letter  the  moment 
you  receive  it,  believe  me  to  be,  as  ever, 
Faithfully,  yours. 

Is  No.  4258  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  is  something  in  the  last  paragraph  you 
ought  to  read. 

Senator  Reed.  It  refers  to  a  lot  of  papers  sent  out. 
Senator  Nelson.  Go  down  to  the  tWd  paragraph. 
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Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

The  situation  has  sli^tly  changed  over  here  the  last  couple  of  days,  and  the  labor 
agitators  are  getting  quite  active.  They  are  working  among  the  Democratic  leader/*  to 
force  through  the  Lloyd  bill  at  the  extra  session,  and  for  that  reason  I  think  it  L  good 
politics  that  I  shall  not  leave  here  at  the  present  time.  If  necessary  I  Qan  take  a  day 
or  two  at  some  close-by  resort  to  keep  my  strength  up,  so  that  I  will  not  get  sick  again. 

4259,  4260  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Bird  to  you,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  received  your  letter  of  yesterday  in  reference  to  a  stenographer,  and  I  wired  you 
as  follows: 

''Your  letter  twenty-sixth.  Impossible  for  me  to  agree  to  your  proposition  now. 
Please  withhold  engagement  of  stenographer  for  present.  Have  no  doubt  matter  will 
be  consummated,  but  other  preliminaries  of  grc»ter  importance  must  be  considered 
before  this  engagement  is  effected." 

I  regret  sincerely  that  you  have  acted  with  haste  in  this  matter.  It  is  not  jKmble 
for  me  at  all  times  to  canvass  a  situation  such  as  this.  My  hesitancy  in  the  matter 
was  prompted  wholly  by  a  desire  to  know  what  effect  tnis  bureau  of  information 
would  have  upon  the  feelings  of  Mr.  Emery,  and  I  had  the  opportunity  of  discuasing 
this  matter  with  him  yesteraay,  and  I  find  ne  is  very  adverse  to  it.  reeling  that  the 
Washington  work  is  wholly  in  his  hands,  I  have  decided  that  it  is  inadvisable  to 
eoiploy  a  stenographer  and  place  her  in  a  room  in  the  Capitol. 

I  fully  realize  your  effort  to  cooperate;  at  the  sime  time  in  the  position  I  occupy 
I  must  view  an  activity  of  this  kind  from  a  broad  standpoint;  and  it  appeals  to  me 
if  a  Democratic  Congress,  or  any  of  our  Mends,  the  enemy,  in  Washington  should 
come  in  possession  of  the  foct  that  we  were  utilizing  a  room  and  engaging  in  an  effort 
to  distribute,  under  the  franks  of  Congressmen,  literature  in  behalf  of  our  propaganda, 
I  am  convinced  we  would  be  subject  to  just  censure.  The  employing  of  a  stenog- 
rapher and  locating  her  in  that  room  would  place  me  in  a  doubtful  position,  and 
one  that  I  can  not  accept,  feeling  the  association  can  not  afford  to  lay  itself  liable  to 
the  slightest  suspicion.  I  fully  appreciate  your  disappointment,  but  I  am  convinced 
of  the  wisdom  of  my  course.  Therefore,  please  govern  yourself  in  accordance  with 
this  letter. 

Yours,  very  truly,  J.  P.  Bird, 

Creneral  Manager. 

No.  4261  is  merely  a  bill  of  a  stenographer. 

Is  No.  4262  an  account  which  you  rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes, 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4263  is  a  duplicate  of  No.  4264. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  think  you  had  better  read  part  of  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  4264,  4266,  and  ask  you  if  that  is  a 
copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mi,  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

(Senator  Walsh  read  in  full  4264,  4266.) 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4267  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
Bird? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  There  are  some  good  things  in  that. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

1  am  glad  you  received  the  book  and  also  the  Year  Book,  and  if. you  wish  any  of 
those  sent  out  to  any  member  of  the  organization,  it  makes  no  difference  in  what  part 
of  the  country,  we  can  do  so  without  cost.  I  also  will  have  sent  to  you  at  the  earnest 
possible  moment  the  books  called  " The  Coast  and  Pilot."  I  have  made  severaJ  viaits 
to  the  Geodetic  Survey  to  carry  out  a  request  made  by  Mr.  Boudinot,  and  I  have  made 
inquiries  about  those  oooks,  and  I  feel  that  they  can  be  secured  in  a  very  short  time. 
I  have  done  everything  I  possibly  could  to  hurry  your  compass,  barometer,  etc..  along. 
This  matter  has  been  referred  back  tjo  the  Navy  Department  by  the  Geodetic  Survey, 
apd  I  was  informed  by  the  chief  clerk  of  that  office  on  Wednesday  that  they  were' a 
little  slow  alx)ut  conferring  favors  of  this  kind  to  any  of  the  Members  of  Congress  just 
now,  on  account  of  the  many  investigations  which  are  being  made  by  the  Democratic 
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fiouse.  If  Mr.  McDermott  can  not  secure  those,  I  shall  have  the  matter  taken  up  by 
some  other  Congressman  in  a  short  time,  and  we  will  persevere  until  we  get  what  we 
^want. 

I  would  like  to  know  when  you  will  be  in  the  New  York  office.  I  will  take  a  day 
of  mv  vacation  and  run  over  to  see  you,  for  I  would  like  to  spend  a  couple  of  days  at 
Far  kockaway  or  Manhattan  Beach,  at  the  seaside,  when  I  get  the  opportunity. 

Is  No.  4268,  signed  "Geo.  S.  B./'  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  you 
received  from  Boudinot? 
Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 
Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

Dear  Colonel:  Yours  of  the  7th  instant  to  hand,  and  I  thank  you  for  your  efforts 
to  get  me  a  chart  of  New  York  Bay.  I  will  be  out  of  town  practicallv  all  of  next  week, 
so  won't  need  it  then,  but  after  I  come  back  I  am  going  to  grab  off  a  little  time  for  trips 
around  the  harbor,  and  whenever  you  can  get  this  chart  to  me  it  will  be  highly  appre- 
ciated. 

Yours,  very  truly,  Geo.  S.  B. 

I  want  to  know  what  kind  of  a  chart  this  was  that  you  were  getting. 
It  was  not  a  mihtary  chart,  was  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  sir;  it  was  a  chart  of  the  harbor. 

Senator  Nelson.  The  Coast  and  Geodetic  Survey  issues  charts  of 
the  coasts,  that  are  used  for  navigation  purposes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  know  what  they  mignt  be,  but  I  wanted  to  know 
what  they  were. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  come  in  sheets,  you  know. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  are  charts  hke  any  steamship  captain  should 
use,  for  to  show  the  depth  of  the  water,  the  places  that  are  navigable 
and  the  places  that  are  not. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4269  a  copy  of  another  account  you  rendered 
to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter) .  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  find  in  this  account  this  item: 

July  8.  Round  trip  from  Baltimore,  Md.,  to  Easton,  Md.,  at  the  request  of  CoDgress- 
man  Covington,  mileage  rates,  $1.90. 

What  was  that  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  At  the  request  of  whom  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Of  Congressman  Covington.  Why  did  you  make 
that  trip  for  him  ? 

Mr.  MULHALL.  I  am  not  clear  on  that  trip  Just  now.  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  was  Congressman  Ciovington  1 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  He  was  the  Congressman  from  the  first  Maryland 
district. 

Senator  Nelson.  On  the  Eastern  Shore  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4270  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Boudinot  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  have  this  day  placed  in  the  mails  for  you  the  chart  of  New  York  Harhor,  and  I 
nope  you  will  let  me  know  when  you  receive  it,  for  we  have  had,  as  I  wrote  you  before, 
a  great  difficulty  in  having  things  taken  out  of  the  mails  which  go  out  from  the  Capitol 
or  from  the  House  and  Senate  side.  I  hope  the  chart  will  be  of  some  benefit  to  you 
and  keep  you  out  of  danger,  and  that  you  can  have  a  good  time  around  the  harbor. 

Is  No.  4271  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 
Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examining  letter).  Yes. 
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Senator  Walsh  (reading) : 

Hughes  of  New  Jersey,  Wilson  of  Pennsylvania,  and  Buchanan  of  Illinois  all  boast 
that  they  have  the  Labor  Committee  against  us,  and  that  they  will  be  able  to  report 
a  bill  out  of  the  Labor  Committee  any  time  they  wish.  I  am  strongly  under  the 
impression  that  thev  are  overly  sanguine,  for  the  work  we  have  been  doing  has  been 
auite  effective,  ana  I  feel  we  will  meet  with  success.  We  are  putting  up  the  best 
nght  we  can,  though,  among  the  Democratic  Members  to  not  have  the  bill  reported 
out  of  the  caucus,  and  I  will  be  engaged  at  this  work  for  the  next  few  days. 

The  Chairman.  Above  that  is  this  paragraph: 

I  have  had  a  long  interview  this  morning  with  Mr.  Emery  concerning  the  room  I 
have  been  using  at  the  Capitol  and  Mr.  Emery  is  thoroughly  satisfied  wim  the  expla- 
nation which  has  been  made. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4272,  4273  another  account  you  rendered  to  this 
asvsociation  1 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  paper).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4274  is  a  receipt  from  a  stenographer  for  pay- 
ment for  work,  and  is  of  no  importance. 

Is  No.  4275  a  copy  of  a  letter  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (alter  examining  letter).  It  is  a  letter  of  introduc- 
tion to  Mr.  Bird  of  Mr.  James  T.  McDermott. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

(4275.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  July  17,  1911, 
Mr.  J.  P.  Bird, 

General  Manager  N.  A.  of  M., 

SO  Church  Street,  New  York  City. 

My  Dear  Bird:  This  letter  will  introduce  to  you  one  of  the  ver>'  best  friends  we 
have  in  Waahin^n,  Mr.  Jamea  T.  McDermott,  a  Member  from  the  4th  congressional 
district  of  Illinois. 

I  know  it  is  not  necessary  to  call  your  attention  to  the  many  good  things  I  have 
said  in  my  letters  concerning  Mr.  McDermott  to  you,  for  if  it  was  not  for  the  splendid 
assistance  he  has  given  us  on  many  occasions,  we  would  have  found  ourselves  traveling 
over  a  very  rough  road  here  in  Washington. 

Mr.  McDermott  is  greatly  interested  in  a  patent  which  he  wishes  to  call  to  your 
uttention,  and  which  I  know  he  will  fully  explain  to  you  when  he  hands  you  this 
letter.  I  will  take  it  as  the  greatest  favor  you  can  bestow  if  you  will  aid  him  in  any 
way  you  can  along  this  line. 

So,  hoping  to  hear  that  you  have  had  a  very  pleasant  chat  and  interview  with 
Mr.  McDermott,  believe  me,  as  ever, 

Faithfully,  yours,  . 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  that  patent  the  flying  machine  you  have 
been  talking  about ! 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4276  a  letter  from  Mr.  Battelle  to  you? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examining  letter).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  simply  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  an  agricul- 
tural report. 

No.  4277  is  merely  a  receipt  from  a  stenographer  for  payment. 

No.  4278  is  a  telegram  you  received,  is  it? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  And  who  is  **  Jas.  T.'*  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  James  T.  McDermott. 

Senator  Nelson.  Was  he  on  the  stump  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  That  was  when  he  was  in  Connecticut  building 
the  airship,  Senator. 
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Senator  Reed.  It  says: 

Absolutely  necessary  you  come  to  Bridgeport  immediately.  Get  your  Bridgeport 
addresses  in  New  York  from  Mr.  B.  Try  and  leave  to-night.  If  possible  answer 
Stratfield. 

Who  was  ^' Mr.  B.'^? 

Mr.  Mlxhall.  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4279  a  letter  you  received  from  Mr.  Boudi- 
not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  go  up  to  Bridgeport,  Conn.? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir;  I  did  not. 

Senator  Reed.  In  response  to  this  telegram  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Reed.  The  letter  from  Boudinot  is  an  acknowledgment  of 
the  receipt  of  the  chart  of  New  York  Harbor.  It  savs  ' '  charter,"  but 
it  should  be** chart." 

Is  4280,  4281  a  copy  of  an  account  you  rendered  to  this  association  ? 

Mr.  MtXHALL  (after  examination)."  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  notice  this  item,  the  last  one  in  the  account: 

Incidental  expenses  from  July  16,  1911,  to  July  22,  1911,  6  days,  inclusive,  while 
doing  general  routine  work,  |8. 00. 

Do  you  remember  whether  any  part  of  that  was  used  in  the  enter- 
taining of  Mr.  McDermott  or  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

I^Ir.  MULHALL.  As  a  rule,  these  incidental  expenses  went  that  way. 

Senator  Reed.  But  you  can  not  state  which  one  1 

Senator  Nelsox.  The  incidental  expenses  went  to  McDermott  and 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Incidental  expenses,  generally  at  Fitz  Renter's  for 
beer  and  sandwiches. 

Senator  Nelson.  And  pumpernickel? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Anything  along  that  Une. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4282  a  letter  from  Boudinot  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed  (reading) : 

I  have  yours  of  the  22d  instant,  and  as  you  have  already  been  advised,  one  pack- 
age containing  chart  of  New  York  Harbor  and  Bay  was  duly  received.  With  it 
cSLTne  a  letter  from  the  Coast  &  Geodetic  Survey  stating  that  same  had  been  mailed 
to  me  on  the  18th.  If  there  was  another  package  sent,  it  has  gone  astray,  and  there 
is  no  way  of  getting  on  the  track  of  such  things  at  this  end. 

I  do  not  understand  what  is  meant  by  the  numbers  given.  However,  as  I  seem 
to  have  received  just  what  is  wanted  I  guess  we  can  let  the  matter  drop. 

4283-4286  is  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Bird,  is  it  not  ? 
Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  this  portion  of  it: 

In  addition  to  this,  I  have  a  lai^ge  number  of  lists  from  several  Congressmen  over 
here,  who  are  asking  me  to  send  documents  and  information  to  their  districts  in  return 
for  the  work  which  has  been  done  for  us.  Those  lists  1  should  be  glad  to  submit  to 
you  or  to  any  member  of  our  organization  any  time  you  wish  to  see  tnem.  It  requires 
a  lot  of  correspondence  to  meet  with  the  requests  of  the  gentlemen  of  whom  we  have 
been  asking  favors.  Besides  this,  1  have  sent  out  for  the  past  six  or  eight  months 
public  documents  to  every  member  of  our  executive  board,  and  for  years  the  Con- 
gressional Record  to  each  and  every  one,  and  I  have  fiunished  the  Washington  office 
with  almost  every  document  it  has  been  receiving  since  it  was  organized,  and  in 
addition  to  this,  to  numerous  manufacturers  and  friends  who  have  made  requests  of 
this  kind. 
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Another  item  of  expense  along  the  typewriting  line  is  the  bureau  of  information 
which  we  attempted  to  start  here  with  tne  approval  of  yourself  and  Mr.  Eirby  and 
the  partial  approval  of  Mr.  Emery  at  two  later  interviews.  I  have  received  no  orders 
from  you  to  stop  this  work,  and  I  will  continue  to  keep  it  going  imtil  instructed  to  do 
otherwise. 

At  the  interviews  I  had  with  Mr.  Emery  on  this  subject,  he  admits  that  he  is  not 
interfering  with  any  political  work  I  attempt  to  do,  and  that  what  I  have  done  has 
met  with  his  approval.  This  he  has  statea  on  numerous  occasions.  And  another 
thing  which  is  causing  our  present  activity  is  that  I  am  doing  all  I  can  to  gain  friends 
at  this  session  and  particularly  for  the  next  session  of  Congress.  This,  in  a  measure, 
causes  another  line  of  activity  which  I  have  been  extremely  busy  on  lately,  helping, 
in  a  sense,  some  members  of  the  Maryland  delation.  There  is  a  very  active  cam- 
paign on  in  Maryland  at  the  present  tune,  for  boUi  governor  and  delegates  to  the  next 
Democratic  national  convention,  and  I  have  had  requests  made  upon  me  by  leading 
members  of  our  State  to  assist  in  this  work,  which  has  caused  me  to  send  out  quite  a 
lot  of  letters. 

I  could  go  further  into  details  with  you  in  this  letter  in  relation  to  those  expend- 
itures, but  I  hope  to  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you  on  Wednesday  of  this  week,  and 
I  would  rather  talk  it  over  than  write  it  to  you. 

I  had  an  interview  with  Mr.  Emery  this  momins  in  relation  to  the  price  of  sten- 
ography and  typewriting  in  this  city.  For  years  I  have  been  having  my  work  done 
at  Mrs.  Gould's  office.  I  frequently  found  fault  with  Mrs.  Gould  because  she  would 
not  give  me  an  itemized  bill,  and  besides,  I  believed  that  her  prices  were  too  high, 
whidi  is  40^  for  dictation  to  book,  which  is  counted  as  double  time  for  single  space 
pages,  and  30^  for  double  space.  I  took  my  work  away  from  Mrs.  Gould's  office  on  two 
occasions,  once  going  to  Miss  Tiffany's  office,  where  I  found  that  the  prices  were  the 
same  and  the  service  was  not  as  good,  which  caused  me  to  go  back  to  Mrs.  Gould's  for 
a  period  of  time  to  have  my  work  done. 

On  another  occasion  I  went  to  Miss  Fox,  who  is  in  the  same  building  with  Mrs.  Gould, 
but  I  did  not  like  the  system  she  had  in  her  office,  because  it  looked  to  me  as  if  it  was 
not  secretive  enough,  and  she  did  but  very  little  work  for  me. 

As  I  wrote  you  some  time  ago,  Miss  Mason,  who  is  now  employed  by  Mrs.  Buxton, 
has  for  years  done  my  work  in  Mrs.  Gould's  office,  and  I  am  getting  my  work  done  there 
now  for  30c.  for  dictation  to  the  book,  single  space,  and  15c.  for  double  space,  which  is 
much  cheaper  than  I  have  ever  had  it  done  before. 

I  carried  your  letter  to  Washington  this  morning,  and  had  an  interview  with  Mr. 
Emery.  I  stated  that  you  claimed  that  you  could  get  work  done  for  10c.  per  folio  in 
New  York,  and  told  him  I  wanted  to  know  if  there  were  any  tyx>ewriterB  that  he  knew 
of  in  this  city  from  whom  we  could  get  lower  prices  than  we  were  getting  now,  and 
asked  him  if  he  knew  of  anyone  who  would  ao  the  work  for  that  price.  He  stated 
positively  that  he  did  not.  He  also  stated  that  he  has  had  his  extra  work  done  by  Mrs. 
Gould,  and  has  paid  the  same  prices  I  have  paid  her.  1  am  now  paying  much  less 
than  Mrs.  Gould  ever  charged.  I  have  kept  no  itemized  statement  of  the  amount  of 
mail  we  have  sent  out,  but  I  have  sent  a  number  of  letters  to  Hughes's,  Buchanan's, 
Wilson's,  and  other  districts,  and  I  have  been  attempting  ever  since  I  liave  had  the 
aid  of  Mr.  McMichael,  and  on  the  advice  of  other  friends,  to  start  a  systematic  cam- 
pdgn  against  our  enemies,  and  in  this,  in  a  measute,  we  have  been  successful,  for 
Kendall  of  Iowa,  Gary  of  Wisconsin,  and  Gallagher  of  Illinois,  have  quit  their  activi- 
ties for  the  labor  people  on  account  of  our  activities  along  those  and  other  lines,  and  I 
have  been  doing  this  with  the  lowest  possible  cost. 

They  were  getting  prettv  close  with  you  along  about  this  time  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Gradually,  Senator. 

Senator  Nelson.  Referring  to  this  room  down  here,  were  Mr. 
McDermott  and  Mr.  McMichael  inclined  to  drink  any  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Was  that  question  asked  by  this  gentleman  here 
[referring  to  Mr.  McCarter]  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  saw  him  pass  to  the  end  of  the  table 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  If  it  is  his  question,  I  refuse  to  answer  it  in  that  way. 

Senator  Nelson.  Oh,  no.     I  ask  if  they  were  inclined  to  drink  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  In  that  room  ? 

Senator  Nelson.  Yes.     Did  they  keep  liquor  in  that  room  t 

Mr.  MULHALL.   No. 
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Senator  Nelson.  Never  had  a  bottle  there  t 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No,  not  that  I  am  aware  of.  I  might  say  that  I  am 
a  temperance  man  myself,  except  as  to  beer,  and  I  take  my  beer 
whenever  I  can  get  it. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  took  all  their  liquor  down  at  Fritz  Renter's  ? 

A(fr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  as  a  rule. 

Senator  Nelson.  They  did  not  go  down  here  to  EngeVs,  did  they? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Not  at  that  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  they  afterwards  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  met  Mr.  McDermott  there  since  I  have  been  in 
Washington,  at  Engers.     That  is  the  first  I  ever  saw  him  there. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4287,  dated  Washington,  D.  C,  July  26,  1911, 
and  signed  *^Mack,''  is  what? 

Mr.  MULHALL  (after  examination).  That  is  a  note  from  McMichael. 

Senator  Reed.  To  you  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  as  follows: 

Dear  Friend:  Unable  to  wire  you  last  night,  as  I  was  waiting  to  find  out  what  the 
Committee  on  Labor  was  going  to  do  with  the  eight-hour  bill  and  the  other  matters 
Uiat  the  labor  people  want  this  session. 

After  a  long  conference  it  was  agreed  that  all  they  could  do  this  session  was  to 
report  the  bills  out  and  leave  them  on  the  calendar  until  next  session,  as  the  Demo- 
cratic caucus  will  not  pass  any  other  bills  than  the  cotton  measure  this  time  and 
then  adjourn. 

They  will  try  and  get  away  by  the  15th  of  next  month.  If  you  want  anything  more 
I  will  explain  to-morrow. 

Respectfully,  Mack. 

Is  No.  4288  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr.  Sprmger,  or 
what  is  it  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  It  is  a  letter  that  I  wrote  to  Mr. 
Springer  from  Washington,  I  guess. 

Senator  Nelson.  Is  what  you  state  in  that  letter  true,  that  you 
have  been  for  a  great  number  of  years  preaching  against  cuckoo 
clocks  i 

Mr.  MLT.HALL.  Oh.  that  is  a  comical  letter  that  I  wrote. 

Senator  Reed.  I  ao  not  think  we  need  spend  much  time  on  that. 

Senator  Nelson.  No. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4289  is  a  stenographer's  bill. 

Is  4290,  4291  a  copy  of  a  bill  that  you  rendered  this  association? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  There  are  some  more  '* incidentals''  in  here. 

Senator  Reed.  $9.60  on  this  occasion,  for  six  days. 

Is  4292,  4293  a  copy  of  another  bill  that  you  rendered  this  associa^ 
tion? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  There  are  some  ''incidentals"  in  here,  I  see;  four 
days,  $5.75. 

No.  4294  is  another  stenographer's  bill. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  All  of  those  stenographers'  bills  was  for  work  done 
in  that  room,  Senator.     I  call  your  attention  to  that. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  the  stenographers  come  to  the  room  to  take  the 
dictation  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  They  come  to  the  room  to  take  the  dictation. 
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Senator  Nelson.  These  stenographic  bills  seem  to  be  pretty  large. 
It  is  not  possible  that  some  of  the  McDermott  loans  were  covered  in 
that  way  5 

Mr.  MULHALL.   No. 

Senator  Reed.  4295*4301  are  personal  letters.  I  have  not  exain> 
ined  them  myself,  but  I  suppose  that  is  right. 

Is  No.  4302  a  letter  whicn  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  Stratfield,  at  Bridge- 
port, Conn.,  and  it  reads  as  follows: 

(4302.) 

Bridoepobt,  Conn.,  Augu»t  g4,  11. 
Col.M.  M.  MuLHALL,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Dear  Col.:  The  House  has  adjourned.  I  would  like  to  have  about  two  weeks  off, 
80  I  am  here  in  Bridgeport.  i 

If  you  have  anything  for  me,  just  send  word  to  my  home,  2223  F  St.  NW.,  Wash., 
D.  C,  (&  I  will  return  at  once. 

Trusting  this  will  find  you  enjoying  life  after  this  hard-fought  ' 

With  best  wishes  to  you  &  Mrs.  Mulhall,  I  am, 

Respectfully,  J.  H.  McMichael, 

t22S  FSt.  NW.,  WashingUm,  D.  C. 

I  suppose  the  word  '^battle'*  is  left  off  the  letter.  It  would  read, 
** after  this  hard-fought  battle.'* 

Is  No.  4303  another  letter  from  McMichael  to  you  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  That  is  dated  ''Washington,  D.  C,  September  5, 
1911,"  and  I  read  from  the  letter  the  foUowing  letterhead,  which  does 
not  appear  in  the  print: 

OflSce  and  Factory,  44  Union  Square. 

Telephone,  3328-2. 

The  Bridgeport  Aeronautical  Company,  sole  owners  of  the  McDermott  monoplane. 

Officers,  Hon.  James  T.  McDermott,  president;  John  M.  Murphy,  vice  president; 
James  J.  O'Malley,  treasurer;  Arthur  B.  Smith,  secretary;  Geoige  H.  Davidson, 
engineer. 

Then  the  printed  date  line  is  ^^  Bridgeport,  Connecticut,'*  but 
written  over  that  in  ink  is  **  Washington,  D.  C,  September  5,  1911.'' 
The  letter  then  goes  on,  and  is  as  foflows: 

Friend  Col.:  As  I  have  not  heard  anything  from  you  pince  before  Congress  ad- 
journed, A  up  to  this  time  have  received  nothing  from  5^ew  York,  write  to  inquire  if  I 
am  to  write  Mr.  Bird  about  monev  or  will  you  attend  to  same  for  me?  I  am  going  to 
New  York  this  week,  and  unless  I  hear  from  you  will  call  on  Mr.  Bird,  only  in  a  sociable 
way. 

Trusting  to  hear  from  you  by  return  mail,  with  best  wishes  to  you  &  Mrs.  Mulhall, 
I  am. 

Respectfully,  J.  H.  McMichael, 

2i23  F  St.  NW. 

No.  4304  is  a  letter  to  you  from  Edward  M.  Brown,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  That  is  something  that  is  out 
of  place.     This  is  1912. 

oenator  Reed.  I  do  not  think  it  belongs  there. 

The  Chairman.  That  will  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Brown  has  no  significance  here? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  In  the  Gardner  campaign,  in  1912;  but  that  was 
after  I  left  this  organization. 
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Senator  Rsbd.  It  is  out  of  place,  in  any  event. 

Is  No.  4305  a  letter  that  you  received  from  Mr.  McMichael  i 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  read  that  letter,  as  follows : 

(4305.) 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  5, 1911. 
OoL  M.  M.  MtJLHALL,  Baltimore  J  Md. 

My  Deab  Col.  :  Have  you  been  to  N.  Y.  &  what  has  Mr.  Bird  to  say  in  reference  to 
my  money?  I  am  in  a  hole  here  in  Washington,  <Sb  if  you  could  send  me  a  check  I  can 
get  on  my  feet. 

Have  waited  for  to  all  this  week.  You  understand  the  position  I  am  in,  trying  to 
make  ends  meet. 

Hoping  to  hear  from  you  by  return  mail,  I  am, 

R^pectfully,  J.  H.  McMichael. 

Did  vou  get  that  letter  from  McMichael  ? 
Mr.  MULHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Walsh.  The  next,  No.  4306,  should  be  stricken  out. 
The  Chairman.  That  will  be  stricken  out. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  No.  4307  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  to  Mr. 
McMichael  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  do  not  think  that  is  worth  reading. 

Senator  Reed.  I  think  it  is. 

The  Chaibman.  At  least  the  first  paragraph. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  it: 

(4307.) 

Baltimore,  October  IS,  1911. 
Mr.  J.  H.  McMichael. 

t22S  F  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

My  Dear  Mac:  After  receiving  your  telephone  message  last  week  I  went  to  New 
York  the  next  day  and  had  a  long  interview  with  Mr.  Bird,  and  he  told  me  to  see  that 
you  were  fixed  up  according  to  the  agreement  that  I  made  with  you. 

I  just  got  home  last  night  and  am  busily  engaged  at  the  present  time  with  the  Mary- 
land campaign,  and  expect  to  do  some  running  around  for  the  next  few  days.  If  you 
will  write  me  when  you  are  coming  over  I  will  be  pleased  at  any  time  to  see  you  and 
straighten  matters  out  with  you.  I  will  be  in  Baltimore  Saturday  and  Sunday,  and 
if  you  can  come  over  on  Sunday  I  will  be  pleased  to  see  you. 

So  hoping  to  hear  from  you  at  the  earliest  possible  moment,  by  wire  or  otherwise, 
believe  me. 

Very  sincerely,  yours. 

This  first  letter  of  McMichael  to  you  about  seeing  Bird  about  the 
money  is  dated  September  5.  The  second  letter  inquiring  whether 
you  had  seen  Bird  is  dated  October  5,  and  the  third  letter,  which  I 
have  just  read,  is  dated  October  13.  It  speaks  of  a  telephone  message 
from  McMichael  to  you.     Had  McMichael  telephoned  you  ? 

You  refer  there  to  some  telephone  message.     You  say: 

After  receiving  your  telephone  message  last  week,  etc. 

Mr.  Mulhall.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  What  did  he  telephone  you  about? 

Mr.  Mulhall.  He  telephoned  me  about  two  months'  salary  that 
he  claimed  thev  were  behmd  m  paying  him.  At  this  time  they  agreed 
to  keep  McMicliael  on  the  roll  the  entire  year  round.  Formerly  they 
only  used  to  pay  him  when  Congress  was  in  session. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  go  to  New  York  and  have  an  interview 
with  Mr.  Bird  about  it,  as  stated  in  that  letter? 
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Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  believe  I  did.  I  think  the  correspondence  will 
show  that. 

The  Chairman.  No.  4309  shows  that. 

Senator  Reed.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  whether  you  went  to  New 
York  and  told  Mr.  Bird  that  Mr.  McMichael  was  clamoring  for  his 
money  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  I  certainly  did. 

Senator  Reed.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Bird  what  services  he  had  ren- 
dered ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes;  he  was  well  aware  of  it  at  ah  times. 

Senator  Reed.  No.  4308  is  another  letter  from  McMichael,  is  it  not  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  It  is  on  the  letterhead  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives and  reads  as  follows: 

House  of  Representatives,  U.  S., 
Committee  on  Agriculture, 

Washington,  D.  C,  October  16,  1911. 
CoL  M.  M.  MuLHALL,  BaUimorej  Md.: 

Have  this  day  sent  to  Mr.  F.  C.  Schwedtman,  of  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  four  Agriculture 
Yearbooks  in  one  package,  also  the  Statistical  Abstracts  for  the  year  1910.  In  regard 
to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Danbury  Hatters'  case,  the  only  way  I 
can  get  this  is  have  the  decision  copied  from  the  Supreme  Court  report,  and  this  covers 
about  40  pages,  or  I  can  get  the  report  from  the  court  and  send  it  on  to  Mr.  Schwedt- 
man  and  ne  can  return  it  to  me  sometime  later. 

The  department  will  mail  this  dav  to  you  and  Dr.  Dunton  a  copy  No.  2  and  3  Bul- 
letin of  the  Government  Hospital  for  the  Insane.  This  covers  all  up  to*  this  time. 
Let  me  hear  from  you  about  the  Supreme  Court  report. 

That  was  evidently  a  book  containing  a  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  McMichael  got  that  and 
forwarded  it  on  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  he  did ;  and  it  was  returned  as  directed. 

Senator  Reed.  In  regard  to  this  salary  of  McMichael,  I  will  ask 
you  if  you  did  afterwards  secure  the  money  for  McMichael  and  pay 
nim? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Who  gave  you  the  money  to  pay  to  McMichael? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  It  was  under  thc^  ii  structiors  of  J.  Philip  Bird. 

Senator  Reed.  Where  did  you  get  the  money  from? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  From  the  New  York  office. 

Senator  Reed.  I  hand  you  now  No.  4309  and  ask  you  if  that  is 
Mr.  McMichael's  receipt  for  that  money  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL  (after  examination).  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  I  will  read  that.     It  is  as  follows: 

(4309.) 

Baltimore,  Md.,  October  16,  1911. 

Received  from  M.  M.  Mulhall  $100.00,  one  hundred  dollan?,  for  serv'ices  rendered 
Sept.  and  Oct.,  1911. 

J.  H.  McMichael. 
House  of  Representatives,  Capitol. 

Did  ilcMiehael  sign  that  in  your  presence  ? 
Mr.  MtTLHALL.  Yes. 

Senator  Reed.  Is  4310,  4311  a  copy  of  a  letter  that  you  wrote  Mr, 
Bird  ? 

Mr.  Mulhall  (after  examination).  Yes. 
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Senator  Walsh.  I  will  read  that  letter,  as  follows: 

My  Dear  Mb.  Bibd:  You  will  please  find  enclosed  a  copy  of  my  resignation,  which 
I  have  mailed  to  Mr.  Kirby  this  p.  m.  I  suggested  to  Mr.  Kirby  at  my  interview 
^witli  him  yesterday  morning  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria  that  I  would  send  in  mjr  resig- 
nation to  take  effect  this  week,  but  at  his  suggestion  I  shall  remain  in  the  organization 
until  the  first  day  of  January,  1912. 

I  came  back  to  Baltimore  to  continue  the  work  that  I  was  doing,  as  I  feel  that  it  will 
be  more  effective  to  bring  good  results  to  the  organization  than  anything  else  I  can  do 
for  the  bfJance  of  the  campaign  that  is  now  on.  I  am  subject  to  your  orders,  as  you 
know,  at  the  request  of  Mr.  Kirby,  until  my  resignation  takes  effect,  and  if  vou  wish 
to  change  my  work  in  any  way  I  will  be  pleasea  to  hear  from  you.  I  shall  do  all  I 
possibly  can  to  make  friends  for  our  association  at  all  times,  in'  or  out  of  it,  and  as  I 
expect  to  start  in  business  again  around  the  fore  part  of  next  year  I  shall  be  always 
pleased  to  hear  from  or  to  serve  tiw  leaders  of  our  association. 

I  was  in  the  brush  manufacturing  businefls  in  this  city  for  two  years,  1901-2,  and 
-was  very  successful,  making  over  $5,000  the  first  year  I  started,  and  I  am  positive  I 
can  meet  with  the  same  success  again  alou^  the  same  lines.  I  own  some  patents  on 
brushes  which  will  fall  into  my  hands  a^^aan  about  this  time,  and  after  I  leave  our 
association  I  shall  open  up  a  factory  in  this  city  and  make  a  strong  effort  to  make  my 
business  a  success.  I  feet  I  can  accomplish  better  results  for  myself  bv  remaiuin^  in 
this  city  and  attending  to  my  business  and  keeping  in  a  sense  witn  the  political 
affairs  of  this  State,  than  what  1  can  by  running  around  for  the  salarv  that  1  receive 
from  the  National  A^seociation  of  Manufacturers.  I  am  sorry  for  the  deal  that  I  received 
on  Monday  last,  for  I  did  not  expect  to  be  brought  before  the  executive  board  of  our 
organization  to  defend  myself  for  representing  in  the  canvass  in  Maine  the  United 
States  Brewers'  Association,  or,  in  otner  words,  as  Mr.  Kirby  said,  for  the  Wets.  I 
thought  I  was  to  answer  the  charge  of  putting  Mr.  Kimbell  in  the  field,  and  for  that 
reason  I  had  some  letters  prepared  to  prove  that  my  statements  ma<le  concerning  Mr. 
Kimbell  were  correct,  ana  1  was  given  to  understand  by  you  that  the  principal  accu- 
sation against  me  would  be  my  loud  talking  in  your  office  several  weeks  ago,  so  for 
that  reason  I  was  not  prepared  to  answer  any  charge  for  representing  or  lending  my 
efforts  to  defeat  prohibition  in  Maine.  All  I  did  was  for  the  benefit  of  our  association 
and  I  feel  time  will  vindicate  me,  for  I  worked  to  please  the  leaders  of  one  of  the 
strongest  organizations  there  is  in  the  United  States,  and  I  thought  by  so  doing  I 
would  bring  splendid  results  to  our  own  association.  My  efforts  in  Maine  were  of  no 
benefit  to  myself,  and  the  only  effort  that  I  thought  I  accomplished  by  going  to  Maine 
was  to  pay  back  debts  to  our  friends  in  Washington  and  to  make  new  friends  for  the 
ommzBiion  that  I  have  given  the  best  ten  years  of  my  life  to. 

1  will  close  this  letter  by  stating  that  if  I  can  be  of  any  use  toward  winning  over 
our  friends  in  Washington  to  help  our  orninization  or  to  help  Mr.  Emer>'  in  any  effort 
he  may  make  this  winter,  believe  me,  I  shall  be  ready  and  willing  to  do  all  I  can 
to  accomplish  this  fact. 

Senator  Reed.  Mr.  Chairman^  I  suggest  that  it  is  5  o'clock  and 
that  we  ou^ht  to  adioum  at  this  point. 

Senator  Nelson.  Before  we  aajoum  I  would  like  to  ask  him  a 
question  or  two  about  this  letter. 

It  appears  from  this  letter  that  you  fell  out  with  this  association. 
What  was  the  trouble  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  The  letter  fully  explains  itself.  In  the  first  place, 
I  was  sent  down  to  Maine  at  tne  request  of  Mr.  Sherman  and  Mr. 
McDermott,  and  I  was  given  a  liat  of  names  of  prominent  workers 
down  there  to  see  and  ask  them  to  keep  as  far  as  they  possibly  could 
out  of  the  prohibition  fight,  or  out  of  the  resubmission  fight.  While 
down  there  I  met  a  gentleman  named  Kimball,  who  took  a  very  active 
part  in  the  Littlefield  campaim  of  1906.  Mr.  Kimball  notified  me 
that  he  was  going  to  run  m  Mr.  Littlefield's  district  again  for  the 
nomination,  because  the  party  that  had  been  filling  the  office  there  had 
stated  that  he  would  not  run  again.  I  supported  Mr.  Kimball  in  a 
way,  and  when  I  came  back  I  was  charged  oy  Mr.  Bird,  the  general 
manager,  with  having  taken  upon  myself  more  authority  than  was 
given  to  me  or  to  the  president  of  the  organization,  and  he  commenced 
to  read  me  a  lecture  m  his  office. 
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Senator  Nelson.  On  the  work  in  Maine?  .-  •/ 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes.  I  resented  his  system  of  g  r  er  me,  and 
did  use  loud  language  in  his  room,  and  so  I  did  no  .^«^  whether  J 
was  brought  out  on  the  Kimball  charge,  as  that  letter  states,  or  on 
the  charge  of  talkingloud  in  Mr.  Bird'8  office. 

Senator  Nelson.  Did  you  hand  in  your  resignation  at  that  time  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  No ;  on  the  23d  of  October  I  was  notified  that  I 
would  be  brought  before  the  board,  and  the  next  day  I  tendered  my 
resignation. 

Senator  Nelson.  Were  you  brought  before  the  board  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Yes,  on  the  charge  stated. 

Senator  Nelson.  What  happen^  to  you  before  the  board? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  do  not  know  what  happened  to  me.  That  evening 
after  I  was  brought  before  the  board  I  had  an  interview  vith  Mr. 
Parry  in  his  room  at  the  Waldorf-Astoria,  and  I  tried  to  learn  from 
Mr.  iParry  what  took  place  before  the  board.  Mr.  Parry  stated  in  a 
very  brief  way  that  they  were  after  me. 

Senator  Nelson.  Who  ? 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  Well,  the  organization. 

Senator  Reed.  If  we  are  ^oing  into  that  matter  I  imagine  that  it 
will  take  some  little  time,  ana  if  it  is  agreeable  I  would  like  to  adjourn 
at  this  point. 

Senator  Nelson.  Certainly. 

Mr.  MuLHALL.  I  would  like  to  explain  it  fully  to-morrow  morning 
or  any  other  time. 

Senator  Nelson.  I  did  not  thinly  when  I  asked  the  question  that  it 
would  take  him  so  long  to  explain  it. 

Senator  Reed.  I  would  like  to  have  these  other  letters  referred  to. 

Mr.  MoCarter.  I  have  sent  for  them,  and  they  no  doubt  will  be 
here. 

The  Chairman.  We  will  adjourn  until  10.30  o'clock  to-morrow 
morning. 

(Thereupon,  at  5.05  o'clock  p.  m.,  the  subconmiittee  adjourned 
until  to-morrow,  Tuesday,  July  29,  1913,  at  10.30  o'clock  a.  m.) 
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